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| T.o THE 
Moſt High & Mighty KING 
_ CHARLES. the 11* 


By the Gthee of God, King of | 
Great Britain, France? and I relmd, 


Defender, of the F aith, Oe. 


Mot Gracious and odd Sdveraign, 
Hat T Take the boldneſs OT, 

to preſent this ſbre yrne/ 
| #6 Toth ajiſties Stttretl Hand 
lid pierting Eye; i #5 pon thk bne 
and only attount, that bby nieam ſo 
ever the petfdtmaree be, theundet- 
taking 44 in obedientte to the com- 
- mand of 4 #roft GFactous Maſtet , Johr 

Maje ies R0yFather of Bleſted Me- 
mf The otra this, When the 
A J Ar my 


3s 
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Ro 

Army had gotten tbe-King into their 
own cuſtody out of the bands of thoſe 
that bad rw holden him in durance 
at Holdenby : to pit a blind »por 
ibe world, they made a ſhew of much 
good towards him, which (as ſoon af 
ter appeared ( they never meant him. 

Amongſt other the pous civilties, 

wherewith ( the |. to cloak their 
hypocrifie ) they entertained bim; it 

was their pleaſure to youchlyle him 
the attendance of i of "bis own 
Chaplains : which, though it could 
merit little ( for uch 4 hindneſ eſs could 
not with Juſtice have been denyed to a 
far meaner pero was yet 4 boon 
' his former Goalers thaught too bi oo 
him. In that Summer Progreſs (ſuc 


as it was) Four of bis own TS | 
with the Clerk of his Cloſer, were 


ſuffered to wait u In which 
_= of waiting, (w LY a MD 


— PEDTC T7 


MDCXLVII ”) His Mejefty, = 
then at Hamtopn-Court, one day cal- 
led me to bim, and told me he ba 4 
little work for me to do. Some about 
him, it ſeems, bad been often diſcourſ- 
ing with bim about EPISCOPACT, 
as it was claimed and exerciſed by 
the Biſhops within this Realm. Which 
(whether out of their good will to 
him, or their no good will to the 
Church, 1 am not able 10 | ſay, ) they 
bad endeavoured to repreſent unto 
bim, as not 2 little derogatory to the 
REGAL AUTHORIT Y. as well in 
the point of Supremacy, as of Prero- 
gative : inthe one, by claiming the 
Function 4 of Divine Right ; an the 
other, by Exerciſing the Juriſdition 
in their own names. His Ms jefty ſaid 
farther , that he did- not belizes the 
Church-Government by Biſhops 
as it was by Law eStabliſhed in this 
Realm 


The EPISPLE 
Realm, to be in either of the aforeſaid 
re Ss, or any other way prejudicial. 
en Crown; and that be was im his 
own . judgement fally fatisfyed con- 
cerning ame : yet ſignifyed bis 
pleaſure withal , that for the (atisfa- 
Rion of others [ ſhould take theſe two 
Objefions into conſideration and give 
him an Anſwer thereunto in writing. | 
Iz Obedience to which: His MajeSties 
Royal pleaſure, after my return home, 
; forthwith (according to mybounden | 

duty) addreſſed my ſelf tothe Work ; 

40): Saving of arbor 1h, 
the Objeftions” 4s ;wols Iwas5 able; 
with a purpoſe to preſent the ſame (as 


ſoon as it ſhould be finiſbed) to * 


Majeſty in writing, «pon the 
fered 0 portant. Bnt behold Lee 


ore 


T cou ng the buſeneſs ad umbili- 
cum, _ qe finiſh what was under 
my band, the Scene of Afairs was 


frrangely 


DEDICATORY. 
ftrangely changed, The King trepann'd 
into the Wle of Wight y tbe Mark of 
Hypocrifie,, by long wearing \,; -now/ 
x ſo thin and ufele(s, that it w 
fit for nothing but 10 be thrown''b 
no kind of Impiety and Villany, but 
durft appear bare-faced and in "q 
open Sun; bigh in(olencies to the cop- 
tempt of Authority every where cg 
mitted; Majeſty it ſelf trantpled upon 
by the vileſt of the People. ; and the 
Hearts of all Loyal _ men ſadly 
oppreſied with griets and fears. Tet had 
the Men who ſteered the Publick 2s 
they lifted, (that they night give them- 
ſelves tho more recreation, 4nmwuſe the 
world aww, and grace the black Tra- 
gedy they were aGling with the more 
variety, /4 mizd to play one gate 
more the next year ; (viz.) the Treaty 
at the aforeſaid Ile of Wight. Where 
as Joe as | underſtood , that by His 
| ) Maje- 


On 


The EPISTLE 


Majefties nomination, I was to give 
my attendance; I looked ont the old 
papers which I had laid aſide a good 
white before ; made up what was then 
left unfiniſhed , and took the Copie 
with me to the Iſle; thinking that w 

the Treaty ſbould be ended (for whilſt 
it lafted, bis Majeſty was taken up with 
other thoughts and debates of bigher 
concern ) I might poſſubly bave the 
opportunity to give his Majeſty an ac- 
count thereof. What became of that 
Treaty, and what after. enſued, is ſo 
well known to the world, that there is 
no need, and withal ſo (ad, that it car 
be no pleaſure to remember. But 
thenceforward were thoſe Papers laid 
alide once again, and deſtined to per- 
petual ſilence, had not a Debate late. 
ly flarted, concerning one of the prin- 
cipal points therein handled, occafion- 
ed ſome perſons of eminent place and 


efteem 


» - _ 


cept ; together with j 


DEDICATORY. © 


efteem in the Church, ( and one of them 
conſcious to the aforeſaid command 


, laid upon me by the Jate King , (to 


deſire a hgh! of thoſe Papers. Which 
being by their encouragement now made 
Publick (though baving little other 40 
commend them, either to the World, 


but Truth and Plainneſs , or to your 


Majeſty, but that they had their firſt 


" riſe from his command whoſe Throne 
. and Vertues you inberit;) I bumbly 


beſeech your Majeſty nat ſly - ac- 
r ayer sS 


| Lonvon, Your Majeſtics moſt 


NDCXL1, Loyal. Subje& and 
Devoted Seryant, 


ROBERT LINCOLN. 


By 


. 
a Ree Dem. . res. 
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By the KING. 
= CHESS N MATION, Declari 
vceedings of his Majeſties Etc 
962 ner Conrts and Miniſters are atcor- 
ding to the Laws of the Realm, 
Petepia tle Rene boyks 


mol Rela Fr lately publiſhey, => 
of this Keting 
Eo partic Pze 


anelaff, that the 
Juftices, the Lo2d 

chief Baron, and the reſt of the es and Ba- 

rons ſhould be hadand certified in thoſe particu- 


the gte4t 

neceſlary foz the keping of the Cccleſt- 
Coutts, andefidbling Tintiongany Duls 
, Excommunications, and other Cen- 
the Church. And. whether Circations 
be in the Kings vamite; aftd nnder his \ 
Seal of Arms, and the like foz Jnffitutious aud 
Indupions to Benefices, and Cozrection of Eccle- 
faſtical offences, Whether Biſhops, Arch- 


ought 


—_ and other Ccelefiaſtical perſons may oz 


A. Proclamacion. 


ought to kep anp villcation at any time, unleſs 
thep have Commilliqn oz Patent under 
the great t9-dp it, aud that as his 


Pajelties Utſicozs only, and in his Name and 
alone 


eberenpan, his Pajeſties ſaid Jndges _—_ 
taken the ſame tnto their ſerious con | 
unanimoully concur and agree in opinton, and the 
firſt yay of July laſt certified under their hands as 
pers That Pzoceſſes may iſſue out of the 
Cccleſfaſtical Courts in the name of the Biſhops; 
and that a Patent undet. che great Deal is nor 
 ueceſſaxp foz thek of the. laid Cccleſiaſtical 
-> Coyrts,oz foz enabling of Citat{ons,Sulpenſions, 
= C——_ other CHI We the 
3 and that it is nat neceſſary ms 
mons, Citations, oz other Pzaceſles Eccleſiaſti- 
aſtical in the ſaid Courts, 03 Judu- 
ctions toBenifices,oz cozrection of Eccleſiaſtical of- 
fences by Cenlure in thoſeCourts, be in the Kings 
name, 0z with the ple ofthe King, oz under the 
Kings Seal, oz that their Seals of Office have in 
them the Kings Arms; And that the Statute of 
PrimoEdyardoSexto,cap. ſecundo, which enacted the 
contrary, is not now in fozce ; And that the Bi- 
hos Arch-Deacons, and other Eccleſiaſtical 
perſons, may kep theirUiſitatians as uſually they 
have done without Commiſſion under the great 
Deal of England ſo to do: which opinions and re- 
ſolutions being declared under the hands of all his 
WPajelties laid- Judges, aud {0 certified into his- 
Cours of Star-Chamber, were-there recozded ; 
and it was bp: that Court fwreher o2dered the 


four: 


” 
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fortrth day of the ſaid monch of July, that the (aid 
certificate ſhould be inrolled in all other his Paje- 
ſkies Courts at Weſindinſter, and in the 
Commiſſion, and other Eccleſialſical Courts, 
the ſatisfaction of altmen, That the proceedings 
in the Þigh Commiſiton and other Eccleſiaſtical 
Courts are agreeable to the Laws and Statutes of 
nd bis hath thought fit, with 
nd his Royal Pajeſtp hath thought fit, wit 
advice of his Councel, that a publick Declarati- 
on of theſe the opinions and reſolutions of his 
Reverend and Learned Judges, being agreeable 
to the Judgement and Reſolutions of fozmer 
zimes, ſhouly be made known to all his Subjects, 
as well to vindicate the legal pzocedings of Vis 
EccleſiaſticalCourtsand Pinifters,from the unjulk 
and ſcandalous imputation of invading oz en- 
trenching on his Royal Pzerogative, as to ſetcle 
the minds,and ſtopthe mouths of all unquiet@pi- 
rits, that foz the fitture they preſume not to 
cenſitre his Eccleſtatical Courts oz PintTers in 
theſe their Juſt and Warranted p2occedings : And 
hereof hts Pajetty admoniſheth all his Snvjecs io 
rake warning as they ſhall anſwer the contrary at 
thetr perils. | $40 
Givenat the Court at Zy»dbnr#t the 15h. day of 
Ango»ft,in the 13th, year of His Majeſttes Reign. 


| God ſave the King. 
Imprinted at Londen by Robert Barker,Priuter to the 
' Kings molt Excellene Majeſty , and by the 
| Aſſignes of John Zil, 1637. 


Primo Julii 1637. 


The Judges Certificate concerning 
Ecrleſtaftical Turiſdiftior. 


Mg it pleaſe your Lordſbips , 
Ccording to your Lorpſhips Order 
| | made in his Mejeſties Conrt of 
> Star-Chamber the Twelfth of May 
laſt, we have taken conſideration of the parti- 
culars, wherein our Opinions are required 
by the ſaid Order, and we have all agreed, 


Thar Proceſſes may iſſue our of the Ec- 

cleſiaſtical Courts in the name of Biſhops, 
2nd that &' Patent under the great Seal is 
not nece for the keeping of the ſaid 
Eccleſiaſtical Courts, or for the enabling 
of Cirations , Suſpenſions, Excommunica- 
tions or other Cenſures of the Church, And 
rae it ts not neceffary thar Summons, Cita- 
tions, or other Proceſſes Eccleſieſtical inthe 
{2i4 Counts, or Inſtitutions, or InduQtions co 
Benefices , or CorreRion of Eccleſiaſtical 


offences 


lk  oef&©COADADuOKBe ci. c . 4. 


offences by A Cram GD he 
$ _ or with the Sty Syfle of the King 

of under the Kings Seal, or thar their 

of Office have in them the s Arms. And 


thattbe Statute of Prime £dvards Sexti Cap,2. 


which enaQed the contrary, is not now in 
force. 


We are alſo of opinion, Thatthe Biſhops, 


-_y Don 0 Pe 


nn Big mus eo 


great Seal of pariador da, 


_ bo. Br amſtoue, 
Fo, Finch, 
Humfrey Davenport, 
Wil. Fones, 
, Dinham, 
Richard Hutton, 


Inrolled in the Conrts of E yer 
wr fp oonaager rrp en 
red in Com- 
” ken and at" cem wh 
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| Not Prejudicial to 
REGAL POWER: 
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* T he nwo great ObjeGtions propoſed 


I. 

E that ſhall take the 
pains to inform bims 
ſelf rightely what 
power the Kings of 

Do gws Ed, have from 
rime to timeclaimed and exerciſed in 
Cauſes, and over Perſons Eccleſta$ti- 
cal; as alſo by whom, how, and 
bow far forth their ſaid Power hath 

B been 


been from. time ro time eithet oppor 
. ſed, or maintained :* (hall undoubt& 


2 Epiſcopacy not prejudicial 


edly find that no perſons in the 


world have more freely acknow- 
| ledged, and both byitheir writings 


and ations more zealouſly, judici- 


ouſly and efteCtually aſſerted the So- | 


&2raign EccleftaStical power of K ngs, 


then the Proteſtant Biſhops and Di- 
vines (whom our new Maſters have ? 


been. pleaſed: of late to call the Pre- 


latical party) in the Church of Eng- 
land have done. 
Prejudice (or ſomethingelle) pre- 
vailed with ſome Perſons of Qualic 

in theſe times of ſo much looſencl 
and diſtraction; as to ſuffer them- 
ſelves to be led into a belief, or at 


leaſt-wiſe to be willing the People } 


ſhould be deceived into the belief 


of theſe two things. Firſt, that the 
Opinion which maintaineth the Jus 


, divinum | 


Yet. ſo far hath | 


= 
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divinum of Epilcopacy 1s deſtruQive 
of the Regal power. And ſecondly, 
that Epiſcopal: Furiſdiftion, as it was 
exerciſed before, and at-the begin- 
ning of this preſent Parliament, was 
| derogatory from the Honout of the 
| _ , and prejudicial to the juſt 
| Rights and Prerogatives of his 
Crown. 
| [ I. 

Truly, they that know any thing 
of the PraQtiſes and proceedings of 
gy the Amti-prelatical party, cannot be 

Ignorant, that their aitns (theſe or 
whatſoever other pretenſtons not- 
withſtanding): are clearly to.enlarge 
their own Power, by leſſening the | 
Kings, and to raiſe their own Eſtates ' 
7 upon the Ruines. of the Biſhops. | 
And therefore howſoever the afore- 
ſaid pretenſions may ſeem at the firſt 
appearatice to proceed from a _ 
B 2 O 


4 _'Epiſcopacy not prejuditial 


of Loyalty, and a tenderneſs of ſuf- 
| fering any thing to be continued in 
the Kingdom which might tend: to 
the leaſt diminution of his Majeſties 
juſt Power and Greatneſs. Yer, (till 


theirAGions look otherwiſe than for 
ſome time paſt they have done) the | 
Pretenders muſt give us leave to ® 
think that their meaning therein, 1s 7 
rather to do the Biſhops hurt, than ® 
to do the. King ſervice; and that Þ 


their afte&ions (lo far. as by what is 
. viſible we are able to-zudge thereof) 
are much what alike. the ſame. to- 
wards them both. Butto leave their 
Hearts to: the judgement of him to 
whom they muſt ſtand or fall. : For 
the juſt defence of Truth, and that 


(fo far as we can helpit!) the People! 
be not abuſed in this particular allo, 


as in ſundry others they have been; 
by ſuch Men, as are content to uſe 


the | 


> ©, ww of > —_ > OO > frogs ras 
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the Kings Name when it may help 

on their own Deſigns ; I' ſhall firſt 
ſet! forth the” Two Main ObjeGions 
ſeveral'y to the beſt advantage of 
the Objefors ; and then endeavour 
by a clear and fatisfattory Anſwer 
to diſcover the weaknels and vanity 


ZZ of them both: 


Wor 
' The former ObjeSion, : Whereas 


© inthe Oath of Sie epremacy the ſupreme 


power Ecelefraftical 15 acknowledged 
to bein the King alone ; and by the 
Statute of 1. Dbiz. all Jurifdiions | 
and preeminencies SpiritaaÞand Fc- 
clefiaſtical withmthe Realm of Eng- 
land, are reftored to the Crowh as the 
ancient” Rightthereof, and'for ever 
United & annexed 'thereurits : the 


Biſbops claiming” [their ' Power and 


JuriſdiQtion to belong unts them as 
of Divine Right | ſeemetliito be a 


B 3 manifeſt 


cal. aha. 3 —_— TY TY” OT EE Er COS 
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manifeſt violation af; the ſaid Oath 
and Statute , and a real diminution 
of the Regal power in and by the (aid 
Oath and Statute acknowledged and 
confirmed. For whatſoever Power 


| is of Divine Right , is immediately 


derived from God, ahd dependeth 


not upon any earthly King or Pgten- | 


tate whatſoever as:Superiour there- F 


unto. , Theſe two , tearms., .to be 7 
from Heaven, and.tq be.of Men, be 4 
ing uſed in the R—_ as.rearms | 


oppoſite and inconſiſtent, and ſuch 
as ebvemg he both. ol armed, of 
the ſame 490g 217 Oo 
IV-. COT VARY | 

The latter 0bjeSion.. FL ade 


the dilpme of 106, Diginen., 4.-/and | 


whatſoever might he {aid either fpy 


or againſt the {ame :.;the very; cxer- | 


ing! ob, 'Epiſcopal.; FuriſdiGh1as, in 
ook © manner 45 A was With 41s, ithe 


B ;ſbops 
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Biſbops fſuing out their Summons's, 
giving: Cenſures , and ating every 
other thing- in the Ecclefiaſtical 
. Courts, in their own, and not'mthe 
Kings Nome , ſeemeth 'to derogate . 
very much from the Regal power im 
_” point of Fccleſfi aſticalSoveraign- 

;-For whereas the Judges in the 
| Kings Bench, Common F/eas, and'o- 
Z ther Common-Law-Courts do iſſue 
one their Writts, and make all their 

vents, Orders, Detrees, ec. in 

the Kings: News : : thereby acknow- 
ledging both their Power to be de- 
mo upoh; and derwed from the 
Kings Authority, and Themſelves in 
rhe exerciſe of that Power to be but 
his Minifters ſent and authorized by 
him; and ſo givehim the juſt honour 
of his Supremacy Temporal : The 
Brſhops.or che other fide exerciſe a 
fpirithab powev or jariſdiftion in their 
| B 4 own 


\ 
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own Names, and as it were by their 
own: Authority , without 'any--the 
leaſt:acknowledgemenr af the eflux 


or emanation of that Power or Juriſ+ , 


diction from the King. Which:cu» 


Roms it had undoubtedly irs firſt 


riſe, andaſter-growth-from the ex+» 
orbitant greatneſs of the Biſhops. of 
Rome , who have uſurped an unjuſt 
Authority as well over. Kings and 


Princes, ag'over their Fellow-Biſhops, ® 


labourecd all they. could to leilexi tlie 
Authority - of Kings. eſpeeially-in 
matters Ecclefjaſtical : ſo is the con- 
tinuance thereof! no otherwiſe tobe 
eſteemed thanas a rag. or reliqueof 
that Anti-cbriſtian Tyranny; which 
was retained (as. ſome other things 
allo of eyil conſequence were,): 1n 


thoſe imperfeCt heginnings of Refor- 


mation , when the Popes power: was | 


firſt abrogated under: King Hezry 


the 


i 8 ww IG ey" 
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the VIIE - But it was afterwards in a ' 
more mature and perfect Reforma- 
tion taken into confideration in the 
Raign of King Edward the VI. and 
remedy provided there-againſt by 
an A&-of Parliament made in the 
frſt year of his Raign. Wherein it 
was Enacted, That all Summons, Ci. 
tations, and other Proceſſes Eccleſi- 
aftical , ſbould be made in the Kings 

* Name, -and with the ſtyle of the King, 

a5 ihis in Writs Original and Fudicial 
at thei Conimon Laws ; and that the 
Teſt thereof: only ſhould be in the 
name of the Biſbop:; ! 


It istrve mdeed, that this Statute 
; | of King-Edward was within a few 
; I years after Repealed, and fo the old 
| F Ufageand Form again reſtored pri- 
| 00 Marie, / and hath ever fince fo 
| | continued- during the Raigns of the 
ſaid 


- 
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ſaid Queen, of Queen Elizgbcth, of 
K. James, and of his Majeſty that 
now is, untM this preſent Parliament, 
without any alteration or interrupts 
on. But the repealing of the Statute 
of 1, Edw. VI. and the reception of 
the former uſage inſuing thereuj 
otight- not -to'be afledged by the 
Biſhops, or to {way with any Prote- 
| ſtant ': inaſmuch as that Repeal was 
made by Queen Mary, who was 4 
profeſied:Papiſt,” and who'together 
with. that Form of proceeding m the 


Ecelefiaſtica/Conrts,reſtor'd alſo the | 


whole PopiſhReligion, whereof that 
was a branch, Neither ought the un- 
interrupted continuance of the ſaid 
Form under Queen Elizabeth, and 
the ſucceeding Kings ;- (whether it 


happened' through madvertency.in | 


the- State; ON through the _Incel(- 
fant Artifices' and * prattices' of the 


more 


4a 
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more ative Biſhops, ſome or other 
whereof had alwayes a prevalent 
with. thoſe Princes in their 
a wry to hinder; But that 
as the ſaid manner of proceeding 
was in the ſaid firſt year of AS 4 
VL by the King, and the three Eftare 
in Parhament adjudged to Go 
the Uſurped power of the Biſhops 
of Rowe., and to trench upon the 
Kings juſt and acknowledg'd Autho- 
rity 1n' matters Eccleſtaſtical (as.b 
the Preamble in the ſaid AQ dot 
{ufficiently appear;) ſo it ought to 
be ſtill no otherwiſe eſteemed then 
as;a branch of the Papal Uſurpation, 
highly derogatory:to the Honour of 
the King, and+the Rights of his 
Crown. Thus is (as Econcieve)):the 
_— on 44 yy rr -and'the 
ut what (I poſe) can be 
pig! 41this matter. . 
S E c T. 
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SECT. IL 
In anſwer to the former ObjeGion 


 L 

Hereunto I make Anſwer as 

followeth. To the former 
Objefion, I ſay firſt, thatit is evi- | 
dently of no force atall againſt thoſe 
Divines, who for the maintenance of 
Epiſcopacy lay their claim under ano-- 
ther notion, and not ander'that of 
Jus Divinum, Which expreſſion, for 
that it is (by reaſon of the ambiguity 
thereof) ſubje@ to be miſtaken, and 
that captious men are {o willing to 
miſtake it for their own advantage, 
might peradventure without loſs of 
Truth,, or,prejudice to the Cauſe, 
be with as much prudence laid afide, ! 
as uſed, as in this, ſo in ſundry other 
Diſputes and Controverſies of theſe 
Times. II. 
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IT. 
If it ſhall be replyed, that then be. 
like the Profors fEpiſcopacy are not 
et well agreed among themſelves 

by what Title they hold : and that 
is a ſhrewd prejudice againſt them, 
that they haye no good Title. For it 
is ever ſuppoſed he that hath a good 
Title, knoweth what it is : and we 
are to/preſume the Power to be uſur. 
ped, when he that uſeth it, cannot 
well tell how lie-came by it. I ſay 
therefore ſecondly, that the difference 
between the Advocates for Epiſcopa- 
cy, is rather in the difterent manner 
of exprefling the ſame thing, then in 
their Wifferent Judgement upon the 
Subſtance of the Matter. The one 
ſort making choice of an Expreſii- 
on which he knoweth he is able to 
make good againſt all gainſayers, if 
they will but underſtand him aright: 
| the 


; 
, 
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—— 


the other out of Warineſs or Con- 
deſcention forbearing an expreſſion, 
(no neceſſity requiring the fe of it) 
which he ſeeth to have been ſubzet 
to ſo much mil-conſtruQion. 
Wi 4 

For the truth is,all this ado about 
Tus Divinum is in the laſt reſult no 
more then a meer Verbal Nicety : 


that term being not always taken in | 


one and theſame Latitude of Signifi- 
cation. Sometimes it importerh a 
| Divine precept ( which is indeed the 
primary and moſt proper ſignificati- 
on:) when it appeareth by ſome 
clear expreſs and peremptory com- 
mand of God in his Word, tobe the 
Will of God that the thing fo com- 


manded ſhould be perpetually and | 
amiver{ally obſerved. Of which ſore, | 


ſetting aſide theArticles of theCreed, 
and the Moral Duties of the Law 
(which 


oy bor hy 
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(which *tare hot much pertinent to 
the preſent enquiry) there are, as I 
take it, very few things that can be 
{aid tobe of Divine poſttive Right 
under the NewTeftament. ThePreach- 
ing of the Goſpel, and Adminiſtra- 
tion of the Sacraments, are Two - 
which when.I have named, I think 
I have named all. 
I'V. 

* ButthereisaSecondary and more 
extended fignification of that Term, 

which is al(o of frequent uſe among 

Divines. In which ſenſe ſuch things, 
as having no expreſs Command in 

the Word', yet are found to have 

Authority and Warrant from the In- 

J ſtitution, Example, and Approba- 

tion either of Chriſt himſelf , or his 

# Apoſtles; and have (in regard of _ 
the Importance and uſetulnels of the 
Things themſelves) been held, by 


the 


— 
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the Conſentient Tudgement of all the 
_ Churches of Chriſt in the Primitive 
and Succeeding ages, needful to be 
continued : ſuch things I fay are 
(though not ſo properly as the for- 
mer, yet) nſually and. Interpretative 
Maid to be of DivineRight. Of which 
ſort I take the Obſervation of the 
; Lords-Day, the ordering the Keys, i | 
the DiſtinQion of Presbyters and f | 
Deacons, and ſome other things (not i , 
all perhaps of equal Conſequence) I 1 
to be. Unto Jus Divinun in that ſl © 
former acception, is required a Di- i t 
vine Precept : in this latter, it ſuf- MF « 
ficeth thereunto that a thing be of IF / 
\ Apoſtolical Inſtitution or Praftice. KY © 
Which Ambiguity is the more to be FF h 
heeded, for that the Obſervation Y d 
thereof is of great uſe for the avoid- i e; 
ing of ſundry Miſtakes, that through © n 
the ignorance or negle@ thereof Þ fe 
daily 
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daily happen to the engaging of men 
in endleſs Diſputes, and intangling 
their Conſciences in unneceſlary 
(cruples. 


V. 

Now, that the Government of the 
Churches of Chriſt by Biſhops, is of 
Divine Right in that firſt and ſtricter 
ſenſe; is an Opinion at leaſt of great 
Probability, and ſuch as may more 
eaſily, and upon better grounds be 
Defended than confuted : eſpe- 
cially if in expounding thoſe Texts 
that are alledged for it, wegive ſuch 
deference to the Authority of the 
Ancient Fathers, and their Expoſiti- 
ons thereof," as wiſe and ſober men 
have always thought it fit we (ſhould 
do. Yet becauſe it is both inexpedi- 
ent to maintain a Diſpute where it 
needs not, and needleſs to contend 
for more, where leſs will ſerve the 
C turn : 
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turn : I find that our Divines that 
have travailed moſt in this Argu- 
ment, where they pupoſely treat of 
it, do rather chooſe to ſtand to the 
Tenure of Epiſcopacy ex Apoſtelica 
| deſignatione , then to hold a conteſt 
npon the Title of Jus Divinum, no 
neceſſity requiring the ſame to be 
done. They therefore that {o ſpeak 
of this Government as eſtabliſhed by 
Divine Right, are not all of them 
neceſſarily ſo to be underſtood, as 
if they meant it in that firſt & ſtrifter 
ſenſe. Sufficient it is for the Juſtifi- 
cation of the Church of England in 
the Conſtitution and: Government 
thereof, that it is (as certainly its) 
of Divine Right in the latter and 


larger ſignification : that is to ſay, þ 


of Apoſtolical Inſtitution and ap- 
probation; exerciſed by the "—_ 


themſelves, and by other Perſons in 
| their} 


| 
'L 
p 
1 
b 
0 
0 
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# hath any ro ſhew for the atteſting of 
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their times, appointed and enabled 
thereunto by them, according to the 
Will of ourLord Jeſus Chriſt, aud 
by virtue of the Commiſſion they 
had received from him, 

VI. 

Which befides that, it is clear 
from evident Texts of Scripture, and 
from the Teſtimony of as Ancieat 
andAuthentickRecords as t he world 


” 


| any other part of EcclefiaſticalStory; 


it 1s alſo in truth a part of the eſta- 
bliſhed DoGrine of the Church 
of England : evidently deduced 
out of ſundry paſſages in the 
Book of Copſecratzon, (which Book 
is approved mn the Articles of Reli- 


2100 Art. 36. confirmed' by ACt of 


Parliament, and Subſcribed unto by 
all perſons that have herctofore ta- 
ken Qrders in the Church, or De- 

C 2 grees 


= F 
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grees in the Univertity;) and hath 
been conſtantly and uniformly main. 
tained by our beſtWriters,and by all 
the ſober,orderly andOrthodoxSons 
of this Church. The Point hath been 
ſo abundantly proved by ſundry 
Learned Men, and cleared from 
the .exeptions of Noveliſts; that | 
more need not be ſaid for the 
ſatisfaftion of any Intelligent Man, F | 
that will but firſt take the pains to[R? 
read the Books, and then ſuffer; 
himſelf co be Maſter of his own Me 
Reaſon, Ii 
VII ad 
Only I could wiſh, that they whoWth 
plead fo eagerly for the Jus Divi-co 
num of the Lords Day, and yet re-Wgr 


jet (not without ſome ſcorn) theFgr 

us Divinum ot Epilcopacy, wouldWate 

ask their own hearts {dealing im-Wtiq 
partiallyj 
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partially thereih) whether it be any 
apparent Difference in the Nature: 
of the Things themſelves, or in the 
ſtrength of thoſe Reaſons that have - 
been brought for either, that lead- 
eth them to have ſuch Different 
Judgements thereof ; or rather ſome : 
Prejudicate Conceit of their owtf; 
which having formerly fancyed to 
themſelves even as they ſtood affe- 
Qed to parties, the ſame affe- 
ions ſtill abiding, they cannot 
eaſily lay afide. Which partia- 
lity ( for I am loath to call it 
perverſneſs ) of ſpirit, is by ſo 
much the more inexcuſable in 
this particular ; by how much Epi(- 
copal government ſeemeth to be 
grounded upon Scripture Texts of 
greater pregnancy and clearne(s, and 
{Fatteſted by a fuller conſent of An- 
m-Ytiquity to Ges been Uniformly and 
Ilyi C 3 Univerſally 
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Univerſally obſerved throughout the 
whole Chriſtian World, then the 
Lords Day hath hitherto been thewn | 


to be. 


V ILL. | 
But ſhould it be granted, that all 

the Defenders of Epifcopacy did | 
ifdeed bold it tobe Fare Divino im 
che 1tr:fefſt and moſt proper ſenſe ; 'd 
Ya! t conld not the ObjeQors thence: ? 
reaſonably conclude, that it ſhonld; 
'be Eo Nomine inconfiſtent with-the : 
Regal Power, or fo much as detosl 
zacory in the leaſt degree to that Su-) 
pream Power Ecclefiaſticat , which: 
by the Laws of our Land is eft 
bliſhed, and by the Do&rine of onr 
Churth acknowledged to be Int 
rent in the Church. As themſel 
ru. cafily ſee, if they will. but con 
der. 


I x.| 


' 
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pa} I X. 

Firf#, That Regal and Epiſcopal 
Power, are two Powers of quite dif-' 
ferent kinds : and fuch as confidered 
purely in thoſe things that are pro- 
per and Effential to either, have no' 
mutual Relation unto , or Depen- 


} denceuponeach other; neither hath 


either of them any thing to do with 


3 the other. The one of them being 
3 purely Spiritual and Internal, the 
7 other External & Temporal : albeit ' 


in regard of the Perions that are to 
exerciſe them, or ſome accidental 
Circumſtances appertaining to the 
Exerciſe thereof, it may happen the 
one to be fomeways Helpful or Pre 


judicial to the other; yet is there 


no neceflity at all that the very Pow- 
ers themſelves in reſpe& that their 
own Natures ſhould be ( at a di- 
ſtance)either of them ſoDeſtrudtive 
C 4 to 
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tro other, 'but that they might 
confiſt well enough together. Yea, 
alchough either of them, or both 
ſhould claim ( as indeed they 
,both may do ) to be of divine 
right independently upon the o- 
ther. + Let any man come up to 
the point, and ſhew if he can, 
how and wherein the Epiſcopal | 
power 15 any thing at all diminiſh- | 
ed by affirming the Regal to be 
of divine right ? or how and where- 
in the Regal 'power is at all Pre- 
judiced, by aftirming the Epiſco-. 
pal to be of divine right ? The 
oppofition between thoſe rwo 
Terms, To be from Heawen, and 
To be of Men, which was objefted, 
cometh not home enough : un- 
leſs we ſhould affirm them both of 
one and the ſame power in the 


fame reſpe&, Which fince we do 


nor; 
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not 3 that oppoſition hindereth' 
not , but that the ſame power may ' 
be faid ro be of both in divers 
,reſpefts, viz. to be from Hea- 
ven, or of God, in reſpeC&t of the 
ſubſtance of the thing in the ge- 
neral ; and yet to be of Men in re- 
ſpe of the determination of ſan- 
dry particularities requiſite unto 
the lawful and laudable exerciſe 
thereof, 
X. 

Secondly, that the derivation 
of any power from God doth not 
neceſſarily infer the non-ſubjeRi- 
on of the perſons in whom that 
power refideth to all other men: 
For doubtleſs the power that Fa- 
thers have over their Children, 
Husbands over their Wives, ma- 
ſters over their Servants, 1s from 
Heaven, of God and not of Men. 


Yet 
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Yet are Parents, Husbands, Maſters, 
in the Exerciſe of their ſeveral reſpe- 
five Powers ſubje&t to the Power, 
Juriſdigion and Laws of their law- 
tul Soveraigns. And I ſuppole it 
would be a very hard matter for any 
Man to find out a clear and fatis- 
factory reaſon of difterence between 
the Ecclefiaſtical Power, and the 
Occonomical : Why the one, be- 
cauſe it claimeth to be of Divine 


Right, ſhould be therefore thought | 


to be Injurions to Regal Power, and 
the other ( though claiming in the 
ſame manner) not to be Injurious, 
X L 

Thirdly , The Miniſterial Power, 

in that which is common to Biſhops 
with their Fellow-Presbyters , iz. 
the Preaching of the Word, and the 
| pa of the Sacrements, &c. 
ts confefſed to be from Heaven, and 
of 
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of God ; and yet no Prejudice at all 
' conceived to be done thereby to the 
Regal Power ; becaufe the Miniſters 
who exerciſe that Power , are the 
Kings SubjeRts, and are alſo in the 
executing of thoſe very AQ that are 
oper to then Miniſterial FunQions 
to be limited and ordered by the 
Ecclefiaftical Laws. A Man might 
therefore juſtly wonder, (but that 
it is no new thing to find in the bag 
of ſuch Merchants, as we have now 
to deal with,pondus e-pondus Yhow 
it ſhould come to paſs that the Epi. 
copal Power, in that which is pe. 
culiar to Biſhops above other their 
Brethren in the Miniftery,viz. The | 
Ordaining of Priefts and Deacons , 
and Managing of the Keys, cannot be 
{aid to be of Goq, but it muſt be 
forthwith condemned to be highly 
derogatory to the Regal Power : 
not- 
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notwithſtanding the Biſhops ac- 
knowledge themſelves as freely 
as any others whoſoever, ' to. be 
the Kings Subje&ts, and ſubmit 
themſelves, with as much willing- 
neſs (1 dare ſay, and ſome Preſ- 
byterians know. I ſpeak but the 
truth ) as the meaneſt of their 
tellow Miniſters do, to be limi- 
ted in exerciſing the proper Ads 
of their Epiſcopal FunC@tions by 
ſuch Laws as Rave been by Regal 
Power eſtabliſhed in this Realm. 
The King doth no more chal- 
lenge to himſelf as belonging 
to him by virtue of his Supre- 
macy Fcclefiaſtical , the power 
of ordaining Miniſters, Excom- 
municating ſcandalous offenders, 
or doing any other a@ of Epiſco- 
pal” Office in his own perſon , then 
he doth the power of Preaching, 

adminiſtring 
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adminiſtring the - Sacraments , or 
doing any other act of Miniſterial 
Office in his own perſon : but leay. 
eth the performance of all ſuch 
as of either ſort unto ſnch per. 
ſons, as the ſaid ſeveral reſpeQtive 
powers do.of divine right belong 
unto, viz, of the one ſort to the 
Biſhop, and of the other to all 
Prieſts, Yet doth the King by! 
virtue of that Supremacy , chal- 
lenge a_ power as belonging unto 
him in the right of his Crown, 
to make Laws as well concerning 
Preaching, adminiſtring the Sacra- 
ments, and other aGts belonging 
to the funRion ofa Prieſt, as con- 
cerning Ordination of Miniſters, 
proceedings in matters of Fecle- 
fiaſtical cogniſance in the Spiri- 
tual Courts, and other Ads 
| belonging 
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belonging to the FunCtion of a Bi- 
ſhop. To which Laws, as well the 
Prieſts as the Biſhops, are ſubze&,and 
ought to ſubmit to be Limited and 
Regulated thereby in the Exerciſe 
of thoſe their ſeveral reſpe@ive Po- 
wers; their claim to a Jus Divinum, 
and that their ſaid ſeveral Powers 
are of God, notwithſtanding. I de- 
mand then : As to the Regal Power, 
15 not the caſe of the Biſhops and of 


- the Miniſters every way alike? Do |þ 


they not both pretend their Powers 
to be of God? And are they not 
yet for all that both bound ja the 
Exerciſe of both rho(e Powersto 
obey the King and his Laws ? bs 
there not clearly the ſame reaſon of 
both ? How then cometh it to paſs, 
that theſe are pronounced innocent, 
and thoſe _—_ Can any think God 
will wink at ſuch foul Partiality ? 


, Or 
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or account them pure with the Bag 
of Deceipeful Werghts? 
XII. 

Fourtbly, That there can be no 
fear of any Danger to ariſe to the 
prejudice of the Regal power, from 
the Opinion that Biſhops are Fure 
Divino, unleſs that Opinion ſhould 
| be ſtretched to one of theſe two 
Conſtructions, iz. as if it were 
* intendedeirher 1. That all the Pow- 
Z er which Biſhops have legally exer- 
ciſed in Chriftian Kingdoms did be- 
long to them as of Divine Right ; 
Or 2. Fm Brhops living ander 
Chnſtian INgs 3 might at leaſt ex- 
erciſe ſo much of their power as is 
of Divine Right after their own 
pleaſure, without, or even againſt 
the Kings leave, or without reſpe&t 
to the Laws and Cuſtoms of the 
Realm. Neither of which is any 
part 
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part of our meaning. All power, 
to the exerciſe whereof our Biſhops 
have pretended, cometh under one 
of the two heads, of Order, or of 
| Juriſdiction. The power of Order 
confiſteth partly in Preaching the 
word and other Offices of publick 
Worſhip; common to. them with 
their fellow-miniſters ; partly in 
Ordaining Prieſts and Deacons, ad- 


mitting them to their particular F 
Cures, and other things of like na- F 


ture; peculiar to them alone. The 
| power of Juriſdiction is either In- 
ternal in retaining and regpitting fins 
in foro conſcientie, common to them 
allo (for the ſubſtance of the au- 
thority, though with ſome difference 
of degree )) with other Miniſters : or 
External for the outward govern- 
ment of the Church in ſome parts 
thereof peculiar to themalone. Fot 


that.| 
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that external power 1s either Dire-/ 
dive ih preſcribing tules and orders 
to, thoſe under their Juriſdictions, 
and making Canons and Conſtiturti- 
ons to be obſerved by the Church 3 
wherein the inferior Clergy by their 
Repreſentatives in Convocation . 
have their Votes, as well as the 
Biſhops ; and both dependently 
upon the King ( for they canvot 
> either meet without; his Writ, or 
” treat without his Commiſſion , or 
eſtabliſh without his Royal Afent:) 
or Judiciary ahd Cotrcive, in give= 
ing Sentence in foro exterior? ih 
matters of Eecleſiaſtical cogniſance, 
Excommunicating, Fining, Impri- 
{oning Offenders, and the like. 
Of theſe powers ſore branches,not 
only in the exerciſe thereof, but 
even 1n the - very ſubſtance of the 
Power it (elf ,- ( as namely that of 
D exten 
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external juriſdiftion coercive, ). are 
by the Laws declared, and by. the 
Clergy acknowledged to.. be whal- 
ly and entirely derived from the 
King, as the ſole Fountain of all 
Authority of External] [Juriſdiction 
whether Spiritual or Temporal 
within the Realm; and conlequent- 
ly not of Divine Right. Other- 
ſome, although the ſubſtance of the 
power it ſelf be immediately from FF 
God, and not from the King, as 
thoſe of Preaching, Ordaining, Ab» | 
ſolving, &-c. Yet are. they fo ſub- 
ze@ to be inhibited, limited, or 0- 
therwiſe regulated in the outward 
exerciſe of that power by the Laws 
and Cuſtomes of the Land, as that 
the whole execution thereof ſtil 
dependeth upon the Regal Authos 
rity. And how can the gtols of 
that Power be prejugicial. to the 

7 King 
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King or his Supremacy, whereof all 
the parts are confeffed either to be 
derived from him, or not to be ex-+ 
ecuted without him ? 

þ "KIN, * 

 Fifthly, That if Epiſcopacy tnuſt 
be therefore concluded to be re- 
pognant to Monarchy, becauſe it 
claimeth ro be of Divine Right : 
then muſt Monarchs either ſuffer 


* within their dominions no form of 


Church-Government at all ( and 
then will Church, and with it Reli- 
gion , foon fall to the Ground ; ) 
or elſe they muſt devife ſome new 
Model of Government , ſuch as 
never was yet uſed or challenged 
1n-any part of the Chriſtian world ; 
tice no form of Government eyer 
yer' ted, or challenged, but hath 
chimed to a Fs divinum as well 
as Epiſcopacy : Yea, I may fay tru- 

D 2 ly, 
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ly,every one of them with far more 
noiſe, though with far leſs reaſon 
than Epilcopacy hath done. And 
therefore of what party ſoever the 
ObjeQors are, ( Papiſts, Presbyte- 
rians, or Independents)- they ſhew 
themſelves extreamly Partial a- 
gainſt che honeſt Regular Prote- 
ſtant ; in condemning him. as an 
cnetny to Regal Power for holding 


that in his way, which (if it be | | 


| 
5] 


zuſtly chargable with ſuch a crime,) 


; 


themſelves holding the very ſame in 


their ſeveral wayes, are every whit 
as deeply guilty of, as he. 
XIV 


La$ly, That this their partiality 
is by ſo much the more inexcuſable, 
by how much the true Engliſh Pro- 
teſtant for his Government not on- 
ly bath a better title to a 7s divi- 


num, than any of the other three 
have | 
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have for theirs ; but alſo pleadeth 
the ſame with more .caumion and 
modeſty, than any of them do: 
Which of the four Pretenders hath 
the beſt title, is no part of the buſi- 
neſs we are now abouts The tryal 
of that will reſt upon the ſtrength 
of the arguments that are brought 
to maintain it :. wherein the Presby- 
terians perhaps will not find any ve- 
ry great advantage beyond the reſt 
of thoſe that conteſt for it. But ler 
the right be where it will Ye; we 
will for the preſent ſuppoſe'them all 
to have equal title (and thus far in- 

deed they are equal, that every one 
taketh his own to be beſt :) and it 

ſhall ſauf6ce to ſhew, that the Fas 

Divinum is pleaded by the Epiſco- 

pal party with more calmneſs and 

moderation, & with leſs derogation 
from Regal Dignity, then by any o- 
ther of the three. D 3 For 


— 
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olq of: NV... 
.. For:Firft, The reſt- when they 
ſpake of Jus Divinum in reference 
ro theiri: ſeveral wayes of Church- 
Goverriment, take ir in the higheſt 
elevation), io the firſt and ſtrifteſt 
ſenſe. {;jThe Papiſt groundeth - the 
Popes Oecumenical Supremacy up- 
on Chrifts command', to Petey: to 
execute it, and to all the Flock of 
Chriſt (Princes alſo as well as 0+ 
thers); toſubmit to bima as their: U- | 
niverſaÞPaſtor. The Presbyterian # 
crycth.'up. his Model of Govetn- 
ment and Diſciphne,:(though nine 
ted in the laſt by-gon Century,[). as 
the very Scepter of; Chriſts King« 
dome; whereunto: all Kings' art 


: bound to ſubriit theirs ; making it 


as unalterable: and inevitably ne- 
ceſlary”:to-the being vf a Church, 
as the Word :and Sacraments are, 

- 6 Kit} "Ii 
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The Independent Separatiſt 'alſo, 
upon-that grand Principle of Puri- 
taniſme common to tim with the 
Presbyterian ( the very root of al- 
moſt all the Se&ts in' the World) 


\ vis. That nothing is to be ordered | 


in Church-marters, other, or bther- 
wiſe than Chriſt hath appointed in 
his Word; holdeth that any com-! 
pany of People gathered together 
by mutual conſent in a Chirch-way 
is Fure Divinv free and abſolute 
within it {@f,' to govern it (elf by 
ſach Rules as ie ſhall judg agreeable 
ts Gods Word, without depen+ 
dence upon 'any but Chriſt Fefies a> 
lone, or ſubjeGion, to any Prince, 
Prelate, or other humatie perſon -ot 
Conſiſtory whatſoever. - All theſe 
you ſee do not ohely claim to a Jus 
Divi, and thar of a very high 
nature ; but im ſetting down their 
D 4 Opinions 
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Opinions weave in Jome expreſles 
tending to the diminution of the Ec. 
cleſiaſtical Supremacy of Princes. 
Whereas the Epiſcopal party nei- 
ther meddle with the power of Prin- 
ces, nor are ordinarily very forward 
to preſs the Fs Divinum,but rather 
purpoſely decline the. mentioning of 
it, as 2 term ſubjze& to miſcanſtru» 
Rin (as hath been ſaid) or elſe ſo 
interpret it,as not of neceflity to im» 


port any more than an Apoſtolical Y 


zoſtitution. Yet the Apoſtles authori- 
ty'in that inſtitution, being warran» 
ted by the example, and ( as they 
doubt not) the direftion of their 
Maſter Feſ#s Chrift, they worthily 
eſteem to be {p reverend and obli- 
gatory ; as that they would not for 
a world have any hand in,or willing. 
ly and deliberately contribute . the 
calt aſſiſtance towards (* much leſs 


bind | 
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bind themſelves by ſalema League 


and Covenant to endeavour)the ex. 
tirpation of that Government 3 but 
rather on the contrary hold them- 
{elves in their conſciencts obliged, 
to the uttermaſt of their powers to 
endeavour the preſervation agd con- 
tinuance thereof in theſe Churches, 
and do heartily wiſh the reſtitution 
and eſtabliſhment of the ſame, 
* whereloever it gs not, or whereſoe- 
® ver it hath eretofore (under 
| any whatloever pretence)unhappily 
laid afide, or aboliſhed. 
- XVL 

Secondly, The reſt (not by remote 
ioferences, but) by immediate and 
natural deduchon out of their 
own acknowledged Principles, do 
ſome way or other deny the 
KIN C's Supremacy in matters 
Eccleſiaſtical : Either claiming 


a 
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a power of Juriſdiction- over him, 
or- pleading a priviledge of Exem- 
ption from under him. The Papiſts 
| do it both wayes; in their ſeveral 
DottrineFof the Popes Supremacy, 
and of the Exemption of the Cler- 
gy. The Purirans of -both forts, 
who think they have ſufficiently 
confuted every thing they have a 
mind to miſlike, if they have once 

ronounced it Popygfi 
ſian, do yet ka 
ny other things, and ſome of them 
of the moſt dangerous conſequence) 
ſymbolize with the Papiſts, and at- 
ter a ſort divide that branch of An. 
tichriſtianiſm wholly between them: 
| The Presbyterians claiming to their 
Confiſtories as full and abſolute ſpi- 
ritual. Juriſdiftion over "Princes, 
(with power even to excommuni- 
cate them, if they ſhall ſee caule for 


it,) 


and Antichri- F 
$ 1n very ma«- © 
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it,) as the Papiſts chall@pge to be. 
long tothe Pope : And the Indepen-| 
dents exempting their Congregati- 
ons from'all ſpiritual ſubze&ion to 
them, in as ample manner, as the 
Papifts do their Cletgy. Whereas 
the Engliſb Proteſtant Biſhops and 
Regular Clergy, as becometh gotd 
Chriſtians and good Subjefts, db 
neither pretend to any Juriſdition 


EF over the Kings of England, nor 
J with-draw their ſubje&;on from 


them : but acknowledge them to 
have Soveraign Power over them, 
as well as over their other SubjeRts ; 
and that:in all matters Ecclefiaſti- 
cal as well as Temporal. By all 
which it is clear, that the Tus Di- 
pinum of Epiſcopacy, as it is main- 
tained by thoſe they call ( ftylo no- 
v0) the Prelatical party in England, 
is not an Opinion of ſo dangerous 


a 
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a nature, gor ſo derogatory to the 


Regal Powers, as the Adverſaries 
thereof would make the world be- 
lieve it is : but that rather, of all 
the forms of Church-Government 
that ever yet were endeavoured to 
be brought into the Churches of 
Chriſt, it is the moſt innocent -in 
that behalf. | 


SECT. 
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SECTION IIL 
In Anſwer to the later ObjeBGion. 


[. 


Aving thus cleared the Opi- 

nion held concerning Epiſ- 
copacy in the Church of England 
\ from the crime unjuſtly charged 
* upon it by the Adverſaries, (but 
| whereof 1n truth themſelves are 
deeply guilty ) in their former Ob- 
ze&ion : Our next buſineſs will be 
the cafier, to juſtifie iCin the Pra- 
Riſe alſo from the like charge laid 
againſt it in the Jatter ObjzeQion, 
by ſhewing that the Juriſdiftion 
exerciſed by the Biſhops within 
this Realm, ( and namely in that 
particular which the ObjeQors 
urge 
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urge with moſt vehemency, of aQ- 
ing ſo many things in their own 
names,) is no way derogatory to 
the Kings Majeſties Power ar Hos 
nour. Wherein it were enough for 
the ſatisfaction of every underſtand- 
ing Man , without deſcendin 
any farther particularities, tO ſhew 
che impertinenty of the Objeftory 
from theſe two ym Nr 
tions. 


——— 


Ir | 4G NM 

Firfi, That the Biſhops have EX 
erciſed no Juri(diQtion in forovexter- 
no within this Realm, byt ſuch as 
hath been vranted unto them by 
the fucceflive Kings of - England 
neither have challenged any fach 
Juriſdiction to belong znelanr a by 
any inherent right or title/ in their 
; perſons or Callings, but onely by 


emanation and derivation from the 


Royal | 
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Royal Authority. The very words 
of the Statute, prime. Edw, 6. in 
the Objaftion mentioned run thus, 
Seeing that all authority of juriſdi- 
Gion Spiritual and Temporal is deri- 
wed and dedutied from the Kings 
MajeSty as Supream head-- and ſo 
juStly acknowledged by the Clergy of + 
the ſaid Realms, and' that all Courts 
Eccleſiaftical be kept by no other po- 


wer or authority either forraign or 


# within the. Realms, but by the autho- 


rity of bis moſt Excellent Majeſty,evvc. 


— cw _ng "n- nn — AS ——_ I” ——_ 


Now the regular exerciſe of a Deri- 
ved poweg is fo far from de 
ing, of way diminiſhing 
Original power from whence .it is 
derived, as that it rather confirms 
cth and cſtabliſheth the ſame. Yea, 
the further ſuch derived power is 
extended and enlarged in the exer- 
ciſe therggf, fo as it be regular, 
| (that 
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(that is, ſo long as-it containeth it 
ſelf within the bounds of its grant, 
and exceedeth not the limits pre- 
fixed thereunto by that Original 
wer that granted it) the more it 
ſerveth to ſet forth the honour and 
reatnels of that Original power; 
{fince the Vertue of the | efficient 
Caule is beſt known by the great- 
neſs of the effe& : for Propter quod 
nnumquodque. eſt tale, illud ipſum ef 
mags tale. As the warmth of the 
room doth not leſſen the heat of 
the Fire upon the hearth, but is ra- 
a ſign of the grea of that 


e : nor doth the a ance of 
ap in the branches cauſe any abate- 


ment-in the. root, but is rather an 
evident demonſtration of the grea- 
ter plenty there. 
IT. 
Secondly , That it is age of the 
- greateſt 
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greateſt follies.in the world, to en- 
deavour in good earneft 'to main- 
tain any thing: by argument, when 
we: have the evidence of Sence or 
Experience to the contrary. For 
what 1s it cm ratione pf nire, if 
this; be:not ? To deny Fire to be 
hot, or Water to be moiſt,or Snow 
to be white ;+when our Sences 1n- 
form us they are ſuch? Or to prove 
# by: argument that life may be per- 
petuated by the help of Art and 
good -Dyet, or-that: Infants' are ca- 
pable of Faith or Inſtruftion by or- 
dinary means 3- when Experience 
ſhewerh che” contrary : Now the 
Experience of above Four-ſcore 
years, ever (ince the beginning of 
Queen Elizabeths Raign,dorh make 
it moſt evident, that the exerciſe of 
Epiſcopal | amy by -che Pro- 
teſtant Biſhops here , was ſo far 

E from 
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from diminiſhing the power, or e- 
clipſing the glory of* the Crown, 
that the Kings and Queens of Eng- 
land never enjoyedirheir Royal po- 
wer in a-fuller meaſure, or flouri- 
(ſhed with greater luſtre, honour and 
proſperity, then when . the Biſhops 
(by their. faveur) enjoyed the full 
liberty of their 'Courts, Juriſdicti- 
ons, Honours and Priviledges accor- 
ding to ancient grants of former 
Kings, ind the Laws and Cuſtomes 
of England, On the other {ide, mn 
what condition 'of power and ho- 
nour (otherwiſe then in he hearts 
of his oppreſſed SubjeQs Jour molt 
pious and- gracious Soveraign' that 
now is hath ſtood; and at this pre- 
ſent ſtanderh, through the preva- 
lency of the Smweftywnuan Faltion; 
ever ſince they had 'the opportunity 
and forehead from lopping off ( as 


was 
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was at-firſt' pretended) fome Jaxu-+ 
riant ſuperfluicies (as they at! leaſt 
imagined them to be) in;the bran- 
ches of Epiſcopal Juriſdiction (as 
High Commiſſion Oath, 'ex officio, 
&c.)to proceed'to takeaway Eptl- 
copicy it (elf Root and Branch + it 
were a happy thing for us, if the Ja- 
mentable Experience of theſe Jate 
Fimes would ſaffer us to be 1gno- 
rant. So as we'now look: upon that 
ſhore Aphoriſme ſo uſual with his 
Majeſties/Royal Father |N O BI- 
SHOP, 'NO-KINGT] not as a 
legtence onely:full of preſent cruth 
when it was nttered; but rather as 
a fad prophecy of future events, 
ſince come to paſs. The miſcries 
ofixheſe waſting divifions both in 
the'Chureh 'and Common-wealth 
we' cannot with any reaſon: hope to 
lee an end'of; until ir (hall pleaſe 
E 2 Al- 
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Almighty God in his infinite mercy 
to a finfal»Nation, to reſtore them 
both (King and Biſhops )/ to their 
Antient, Juſt; and Righttul power: 
and in order thereunto:graciouſly to 
hear the-weak: prayers of a ſmall 
oppreſſed Party, (yet coming from 
loyal hearts; and going not out 
feigned lips) beyond the loud cry+ 
ng Perjuries, Sacriledges and  Op- 
preflions of thoſe that now exerciſe 
an Arbitrary Soveraignty over their 
fellow Stibjef&ts without1cither Ju- 
ſtice 'or Mercy, together with the 
abominable bypocrifie and diſloyal- 
ty that hath ſo long rargned in them 
and their:adherents.” {727 + G1 
[17 If IV. i: 2! **3"5rf11 
Thoſe. two pete Trad - | 
ons, although they tmght. (as I ſaid) 
ſuffice rs away the force of the 
Objeftion, without troubling - 
| lelves 
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ſelves, -or/the Reader with any far- 
ther anſwer thereunto: yet that the - 
ObjeQors ma not have .the leaſt 
becaſſon wed them to quarrel the 
proceedings, as it we did: purpoſely 
decline a wſt tryal, we ſhall come 
up a' lictle'cloſer,and examine more 
particularly every material point, in 
the order as they lye in the Objet 
on: aforeſaid; - And the Points are 
three. © | 
1. That the manner uſed by the 
-Biſhops,in ſending out their Sum-» 
mons, vc. in their own names, 
1g contrary to the form and order 
- of other Courts. 
2. That fuch forms of Proceſs ſeem 
_ » to have at firſt proceeded from 
the Ulurped power of the Biſhops 
\ of Rome, who laboured by all pol- 
{ible meansto bring down theRe- 
gal-Power, and ſet up their own. 
E 3 3. Thar 
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That upon thele very. grounds 
the Cuſtome was altered by AR 
of Parhament, and a Statute 
' made ' 1, Edw, VL (bowſoevet 
ſince repealed and diſcontinu- 
ed, ) that all Proceſſes Eccleſia- 
ſtical ſhould be made inthe Kings 
name, and not in the Biſhops; 
Ef V. | 
As to'the firſt point, true it::18 
that the manner uſed by the Biſhops 
in the Eccleftaſtical Courts, ( v2. 
in iſſuing out Summons, Citations, 
Proceſſes, - giving Judgments ;;&c, 
in their own names, and not in the 
Kings,) is difterent from the man- 
ner uſed in the Kings Bench, Ex- 
chequer, Chancery, and ſundry. 0- 
ther Courts. yt that difference 
nejther doth of ' neceffity import 
an' independency of the Ecclefiati 
cal Courts upon the King, nor did 
: | In 
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in all probability ariſe at the begin- 
ning from the Opinion of any ſuch 
independency ; nor ought in rea- 
{onto be conſtrued as a diſacknow- 
ledgment of the Kings Authority 
and 'Supremacy Eccleliaftical. For, 
VL 

Firſt, There is between ſuch 
Courts as are the Kings own imme- 
diate Courts, and; ſuch Courts as 
are not, a great difference in this 
point. -Of the former fort are e- 
ſpecially the Kings Bench and Chan- 
cery : as alſo: the Courts of Com- 
mon - Pleas; Exchequer, Juſtices of 
 Goal-delivery , &c. In the King's 
Bench the Kings themlelves in for. 
mer times have often perſonally fate, 
whence it came to have the name 
of the Kings Bench ; neither was it 
tyed to any particular place, but 
followed the Kings Perſon, At this 
E 4 day 


. uw 
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day alſo all Writs returnable there 
run in-this ſtyle, Coram nobis, and 
not (as in ſome other Courts) Co: 
ram Tublitiariis noſtris or the like; 
and all Judicial Records there are 
ſtyled, and the Pleas there holden, 
entred, Coram Rege, and not Coram 
Fuſtitiariis Domini Regis. Appeals 
alſo are made from interiour Judges 
in other Courts to the King in Chan- 
cery; becauſe in the conſtruction 
of the Laws the Kings Perſonal Po- 
wer and Preſence is ſuppoſed to be 
there - and therefore Sub-pena's 
granted out of that Court, and all 
matters of Reeord paſſed there, run 
in the ſame ſtyle, Coram Rege, ec. 
Foraſmuch as in the Judges in theſe 
two Courts there 1s a more imme- 
diate repreſentation of the Kings 
Perſonal power and preſence, then 
in the Judges of thoſe other Courts 

/ of 
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of Common-Pleas, Exchequer,&c, 
Which yet by reaſon of his imme- 
diate virtual power and preſence are 
the Kings immediate Courts too. 
In regard of which his immediate 
victual power, although the ſtyle of 
the Writs and Records there be not 
Coram nobis, Coram Rege, as in the 
former, but only Coram Fuſtitiaris, 
Coram Baronibus nofiris, Cc. Yet 
inaſmuch as the Judges in thoſe 
Courts are the Kings immediate 
{worn Miniſters to execute Juſtice, 
and to do equal right to all the 
Kings people in his name, therefore 
all Procelles, Pleas, Ats and Judg- 
ments are made and done in thoſe 
Courts, as well as in the two for. 
mer, inthe Kings Name. Bur in 
{uch Courts as do not ſuppoſe any 
{nch immediate Repreſentation or 


pre- 
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preſence of the Kings either perſo. 
nal or virtual power, as that there- 
by they may be holden and taken 
to be the King's own immediate 
Courts, the als 1s far otherwiſe. 
For neither are the Judges 11: thoſe 
Courts {worn the Kings Judges, to 
adminiſter Juſtice, and-do-right to 
the Kings SubjeRs in his came and 
ſtead : nor do they take upon them 
the authority, to cite any perſon, 
or to give any ſentence, or to- do 
any a@ of Juriſdiction 1n the Kings 
name ; having never been by him 
authorized ſo: to do. Of this ſort 
are amongſt others (beſt known to 
them that are skilled in the Laws 
of this Realm ) all Courts-Baron 
held by the Lord of a Manner, Cu- 
ftomary Courts of Copy-holders, 
@&-c, and ſuch Courts as are held by 
the Kings grant,by Charter to ſome 

Corpo» 
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Corporation; as to a City, Borough, 
or Univerſity ; or elſe by Jong u- 
ſage and preſcription of time. In 
all which Courts, and if there be 
any other of like nature, Summons 
are iflued out, and Judgments gi- 
ven,andal} other AQts and Proceed- 
ings made and done in the name of 
ſuch perſons as have chief authority 
in the faid Courts, and'not in the 
name'of the King : Sb as the ſtiles 
run thus,  #.B. Major civitatis Ebor. 
N., M. Cancellarins UVmverſitatis Ox- 
on, and the like ; and not Carol#s 
Dei gratia, &Xc. - 
VIE. 

Upon, this ground it is that our 
Lawyers tell us out of Bratton, that 
in caſe of Baſtardy to be certified 
by the Biſhop, no inferiour Court, 
as Londos, Tork, Norwich, or any 0+ 
ther Incorporation can write to the 
Biſhop 
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Biſhop: to xequire him- to certify - 
but any of the Kings Courts at Weſt. 
minſter ( as Common Pleas, Kings 
Bench, &c._) may write w him to 
certify in that caſe. The reaſon 1s, 
Becaule Nullys alius preter Regem 
poteſt Epiſcopo demandare inquiſitio« 
nem faciendam. Which maketh. it 
plain that the Kings immediate po- 
wer (either perſonal, or virtual ) is 
by the Law ſuppoſed to be preſent 
3n Courts of the one ſort, not of the 
other : the one ſort being his own 
immediate Courts, & the other not. 
VIII. | 

Now that the Fcclefiaſtical 
Courts wherein the Biſhops exer- 
ciſe their Juriſdiction, are of the lat- 
ter ſort, I doubt not but our Law- 
books will afford plenty of Argu- 
ments to prove it, beyond all poſ- 
fibility of contradigion br cavil. 
Which 
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Whichibeing little verſed in thoſe 
ſtudies I leave for them to find out 
who haveleiſure to {earch the books, 
and do better underſtand the nature, 
conſtitution, difterences and bounds 
of the '{everal Courts within this 
Realm. One Argument there is, 
very obvious to every underſtand- 
img, (which becauſe I ſhall have fir 
occaſion a little after to declare, ] 
will not' now any longer inſiſt up- 
on,) taken from the nature of the 
Juriſdidtion of thefe Courts ſo far 
diſtant from the Juriſdiction apper- 
taining to thoſe other Courts, that 
theſe are notoriouſly ſeparated and 
in Common and vulgar ſpeech di- 
ſtinguiſhed from all- other by the 

culiar name and 'appellation of 
the Spiritual Courts. But another 
Argument , which thoſe Books 
have ſuggeſted, I am the more 
willing 


— 
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willing here to produce, for-that it 


not onely ſufficiently proveth the 
matter now in hand. but is alſo very 
needfu] to be better knowniabroad 
in the world than it is, for the re- 


moving of a very unjuſt icenſure, 


which meerly for want of the know- 
ledge of the true cauſe, hath been 
laid upon the Biſhops in one- parti- 
cular,to their great wrong and 'pre- 
jadice.It hath been much talked on, 
not only by the common fort of 
people, but by ſome perſons alſo of 
better rank and underſtanding, and 
imputed to the Biſhops as ar aft of 
very 'high infolency , that in. their 
Proceſles, Patents, Commiſſions, Li- 
cences,and other Inſtruments wher- 
unto their Epiſcopal Seat is affixed, 
{o oft as they have occafion to men- 
tion themlſelyes, the Style 'runneth 


ever more mn the Plural Number 
[ Nos 
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[ Nos G. Cantnar. Archiepiſcopus,Co- 
rem nobjs, Salvo nobis---efxc. | juſt 
as it doth in his Majeſties Letters 
Patents and Commiſſions : thereby 
ſhewing'themſelves (ſay they) as if 
they -were his Fellows and Equals. 
All this great noiſe and clamour a- 
gainſt the pride of the Biſhops up- 
on this ſcore, proceedeth (as IHaid) 
meerly from the | ignorance of 'the 
true original caule and ground-of 
that'3nfocent and: ancient uſage ; 
and therefore cannot ſignifie much 
to-any reaſonable and confidering 
Man, wheg that ground is diſcover- 
e&d : which is this, iz, that every 
Biſhop is in conſtruction of our 
Laws a Corporation. For although 
the Biſhop of himſelf and in his pri- 
vate and perſonal capacity be but a 
fingle perſon as other Men are, and 
accordingly in his Letters concern- 


Ing 
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ing his own particular-afjairs, and 
in al} qther his atings upon his own 
occaſions, and as a private. perſon 
writeth of himſelf in the fingular 
number, as other private; men do ; 


yet for as much as in his publick and: 


politick capacity, and as a Biſhop 1n 
the Church of England, he ſtandeth 
inthe eye of the Law as a Corpora- 
tion ; the King not only alloweth 
him acting in that capacityzta write 
of himſelf in the- plural. number, 


bur in all Writs direted to him as 


Biſhop (as in Preſentations, and - the 
like ) beſpeaketh him inghe plural 
number | Veſtr# Dioceſis, wabis pre- 
 ſentamus, vc. | The Biſhop..then 
being a Corporation,and that-by the 
Kings authority,as all other Corpo- 
rations (whether Simple or: Aggre- 
gate, whether by Charter or Preſcri. 


ption) are it 1s meet he ſhould hold 
| his 
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his Courts, and proceed thereia in 
the ſame manner and form (where 
there'is no apparent reaſori to the 
contrary )as Is Corporations do. 
And therefore as it would be a high 
preſumptioti for the Chancellor and 
' Scholars of one of the Univerſities, 
beivg a Corporation, to whom the 
King by his Charter bath'granted 
a Conrt, or for the Major and Al- 
dermen of a Ciry for the ſame tea« 
ſon, td iſſue Writs, or do other ads 
Mm their Codrts in the Kings name; 
not having any authority from the 
King or his gratit, or from the Laws 
ind Cuſtoms of England fo to do : 
fo doubtleſs it would for the ſame 
reaſon be eſteemed a preſumption 
no leſs intolerable for the Biſhops 
co uſe the Kings name in'their Pro- 
celles and judicial as, not baving a- 
ny ſufficient legal warrant or wo. 
rity: for ſo doing. F 
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Which if 1t were, duly cqnlider- 
ed, would induce any reaſonable 
Man to believe and. canfels. that 
this manner of proceeding 1n, their 
own names uſed /by the Biſhops.in 
their Courts, is ſa fax from treach- 


ing upon the Regal power and au- 


thority, which is-the orune charged 
upon it by the ObjeQors,, that, the 
contrary ulage ( unleſs it were en- 
joyned by ſome Law of the Land, 
as it. was in the Reign of King.;E4- 
ward the Sixth)might far more juſt- 
ly be charged therewithall. For the 
true realon of uling the Kings name 
in any: Court, is'not thereby ' to ac- 


knowledg the emanation of the po-- 


wer or juriſdiction of that Cougt 
from, -or the ſubordination, of, that 
power. unto, the Kings power. or 
authority, as the Objetors ſeem to 


.* ſup» 
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fappole ;! but rather 'ro (hew- the 
fame Cowrtito be one of ' the Kings 
owt immediate Courts,wherein the 
King himſelf is ſuppoſed (in rhe 
conſtruftion'of the Law) either by 
his perſonal "or! virrual power to be 
prefent.” And the nor 'ufing of che 
King's name in'other Courts, doth 
not\infer,”'as"if the Tudges of the 
ſaid Courts didmora@hy che. Kings 
anchority, (for who can imagine 
that they 'whothold/a'Court'by vir- 
true of the King's grant only,ſhould \ 
pretend to a@ by ahy other thari his 
authority?) bar ooly'rchat they are 
no immednte reprefentatives of thie 
King's perfon in ſach cheir. jurifdi- 
ion, nor have conſequently any al- 
lowance from him to aſe! his name 
11-the exerciſe or execution therof. 
| , £ -j > w Do 

Secondly> There in anvther obs« 

F 3 ſervable 
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4ervable difference 1a; this. point, 
between: the Kings Commot-Law- 
Courts, ſuch as are moſt of: thoſe 
aforementioned, and thoſe Courts 
that proceed according, to; the way 
of the Civi] Law.. If the King, ap+ 
point.a Conſtable,or Earl-Marſhal, 
or Admiral: of England':; for; as 
much as all. Tryals in the Marſhal's 
Court( commonly called the Court 
of Honour) and in. the Admiralty 
are according. to. the Civil Law; 
all. Proceſles therefore;' Sentences, 
and Acts in thoſe Coarts go in-the 
names of the Conſtable, Earl-Mar- 
ſhal, or Admiral, and-:not- in the 
Kings name. ,' Which. manner. (of 
proceeding conſtantly, uſed in thoſe 
Courts,. ficth no Man; hitherto hath 
been found to interpret, as any di- 
minution at all or'diſ-acknowledg. 


ment of. the Kings Soveraignty over 
the 


% 
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the (aid Courts: | it were:not poſſi 
ble the ſame" manner of'proceedi 
i the ' Ecclefiaſtical Courts ſhould: 
be ſo confidencly .charged: with 0, 
heinous a crime; did not- the inter- 
vention of fome wicked luſt or 0- 
ther prevail. with Men. of corrupt: 
minds to become partial Judges of 
evi] thoughts. Wipoyntly: cofider- 
ing,thar, | XI. 
Thirdly, There is yet a mots 
ſpecial and-peculiar;Reafon to be 
iver inthe behalf of'-che Biſhops 
for not uſing” the King's Name in 
their Procefles, e9-c. in the Ecclefj-: 
| aſtical Courts; then'can -be given 
| for the Jadges of any other the a» 
boye-mentioned Courts (either of 
| tie Common or Civil Laws) in 
| the faid:reſpet ; lng ( as hach 
been” already in --part ' touch- 
ed) from the different nature ob 
F [3 their 
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their {ſeveral reſpectiveJurifdictions, 
Which is, thac the ſummans and -v+ 
ther-proceedings and atts in the Ecy 
clefiaſtical Courts are-for the moſt 
part-:in order. to the. Feclefiaſticali 
cenfures and {enteneesobf: Excoms 
mpnication ,;Gbe. - The! ipaſſing- of 
which Teritences. and:others of like 
kind;i-being aiparc of the power! ob 
the Keyes which our Lord Jeſus 
Chrift thought fit to leave in the 
hands of: is Apoſtles and: their Suc+! 
ceflors'; and*mot in-'the:hands; of 
Lay-mert ; the 'Kings of : England 
never challenged to. belong unto. 
themſelves bur left the exerciſe of 
that Power entirely to: the; Biſhops; 
as the lawful :Succefiors of the As 
poſtles, 'abd 'mheritours.. of theit: 
Power. The:regulating;and 'osder:: 
my of thag:power in. dundry cir 
cumftances concerning the outward 
7971 EXT = 
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exerciſe thereof it foro externo, the 
Godly KTN'G S of England have 
thoaght to belotig utito them as in 
the right of their-Crown j'and have 
accofdinply made Laws concerning 
the fame, even/ as they have dune 
alis concerning other matters ap» 
pettainihg toReſipion and rhe wor- 
ſhip'bf God: But the ſubftahce of 
that power, ahd the funttion there- 
of,” as they ſaw it' t6 be altogether 
mproper to) their] office arid -cal- 
Fiag 2' 1b 'rhey trever pretended of 
laid ehaimi theretinto. - Bur" 6h the 
evnttary; 'when! by occafiot of the 
title of Supreahi Head, 82” afſin 
med by King Henry the Eightlythey 
were charged by the Papiſts for thal. 
lenging” fo theirfſelyes ſuch power 
arid* Qthority '{pitifttal 3: they eon- 
ſtzttly and optHly difavowed It” to 
the whole World; rehoudeity all 
F 4 claim 
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claim ta any ſuch power of authori- 
ty ; As.1s \maniteſt 3 not onely from 
the allowed writings.of many godly 
Biſhops, eminent for their Jearnipg 
in their ſeveral relpeftive times, in 
yindication of the Church of Eng- 
land from that calumoy of the Pa- 
piſts 3 as Archbilhop Whitgifr, -Bi- 
ſhop Bilſon, Biſhop Andrews, Biſhop 
Carleton,and others : but alſo, by the 
Injundions of Queen El:zabeth,and 
the admonition. prefixed thereunto; 
by the 37th. Art..of the Church of 
England required to. be ſubſecibed 
by all chat take Orders io the Church 
or Degrees in. the Univerſities; and 
by conſtant declared judgment and 
pratice: of the two late Kings of 
bleſſed memory,.. King James, and 
King Charles the: 1; They, who thus 
expreſly,d;ſc/aim'd the medling with 
Spirituzl,, Cenlures,.and the/power 

| of 
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of the Keyes, cannot be rationally 
ſuppoſed to have thought their own 
preſence (either perſonal or virtu- 
al ) any way requifite in the Courts 
where ſuch Cenſures were to be pro- 
' nounced, and that power to: be ad- 
miniftred and exerciſed : and there- 
fore doubtleſs could not deem it fit 
or proper, that in the juridical pro- 
ceedings of ſuck Conrts their names 


ſhould be uſed. 


| - XIE 

The! ſecond point in the charge 
objeGed 1s, that this cuſtome uſed 
by the: Biſhops- in aGing all things 
in: the Eccleſiaſtical Courts in their 
own- names grew at firſt from the 
exorbitant power of the Popes,who 
laboured- what they could: to--ad- 
vance;their own greatneſs by exemp- 
ting the Clergy from all ſubjze&ion to 
artpcle Temporal] 


2 % "+ —_ _— 
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Temporal Princes,and ſerting up an 
Eccleſiaſtical power of Juri{diftion 
independant upon the Secular : and 
that-the Parliament had that: ſence 
of it in the Raign of King Edward 
the. Stxth, as the words of the Sta- 
tute. 'made, I. Faward VI, for the 
altering- of the! ſaid Cuſtome, do 
plainly. intimate. | 
x XIE. 1zet! 

In which part of the Charge 
there is at the moſt but thus much 
of Truth. 1. That the Biſhops of 
Romo did not oft with all-fedu- 
liey to: purſue the grand defipty of 
that Ser, which was'to bring” all 
Chriſtian Princes into ſubjeRion to 
it ſelf,5-2. That all the Jabvutitiy 
for the' Exetmptioiy of the-Oleroy 
from the Seenlar Powers, was It or- 
der'ro that defiprs, $3. That" the 
Biſhops manner of ufing their own 
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names mall'afts of their Juriſdici- 
on, (looked upon alone and by it 
ſelf, wittibut any conſideration of 
the true reaſons thereof ) doth car- 
ry, by ſo; :much the.more, ſhew of 
ſerving «the Papal Intereſt, than if 
they.ſhoull do all in the. KIN C's 
Name,! by bow much the acknows- 
ledging the Kings Supremacy Ec- 
cleſiaſtica}4s: leſs apparent therein; 
then in the other, 4. That the 
want of ſuch an expreſs acknow- 
ledgment ob the; King's Supremacy, 
cn with che cealGficeche "4 
had in: thoſe' times over any thing 
that might {cem to fiarther or favour 
the uſurped. power of :the Pope in 
the leaſt. degree , might vety pro. 
bably in rr gadet hr ( as kh x as 
it. did in {6me other things) occafi- 
on ſuch; Men as .beaviithe greateſt 
{way -4n managingithe publick af- 


fairs 
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fairs in the beginning of that godly 
(but young ) King's Raign, out of 
a juſt deteſtation of the: Papacy to 
endeavour over-haſtily the aboliſh- 
ing of whatſoever was with any co- 
lour ſuggeſted unto them to favour 
of Popery,without fuch due exami- 
nation of the grounds of thoſc Sug- 
geſtions as was requiſite 1n a mat-+ 
ter of ſo great importance. 


XIV. :1-124-1 

- This is all we can (perhaps more 
chan we need.) yield unto' in this 
point of the Charge. But: then there 
are ſome other things which we can- 
not eaſily afſent unto :; as az. 

.. 1+ That this cnſtome had -undoubt- | 
edly its original and growth from the 
Popes uſurped power. Which as 
we think it impoffible. for them to 
prove; ſo it ſeemeth tous the leſs 

pro- 
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probable, ibecauſe by comparing of, 
this courſe 'uſed in the Ecclefiaſtical 
Courts with the praiſe of ſundry 
other Courts, ſome of like, ſome 
of different ' nature thereunto, we 
have already ſhewed the true rea: 
fons and / grounds of the difterence 
between: ſome Courts and: other- 
ſome in this particular. 

2. That it is a Rag or Relique of 
Anticbriftian Tyranny. Which we 
believe to be altogether untrue. 
Not only''for the Reaſons before 
ſpecifted , and for that the ſame is 
done in {undry other Courts, hold. 
en within this Realm withont any 
note of Antichriſtiamiſme or' Po« 
pery faſtened thereupon : but al- 
{o becaute it hath been conſtantly 
continued in this Kingdome ( the 
| ſhort Raign of King Edward the 
| VI. only excepted_) with the al- 


lowance 


- 
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lowance of all; the Proteſtahe Kings 
and/Queens of this Realm evyer ſince 
the Reformation, Who, although 
they. be ever and anon taxed by 
Puritan Fadtion ( unjuſtly and info» 
lently enough.) for want of a 
Through-Reformation , -ahd leay- 
ing:ſo much Popiſh traſh' unpurged 
in the point of Worſhip:-and Cere. 
monies :| yer have-not uſudlſy been 
blamed by that- party for\ being 
wanting to themlſelves in vindica+ 
ring. to the uttermoſt their Regal 
authority and Supremacy Eecclefia+ 
ſtical, from the uſurped power of 
the Biſhops of: Rome, in any thing 
wherein they conceived it to be in 
any wile or degree concerned. As 
alto becaute: this manner of -pro- 
ceeding m the Courts Eccleſiaſtical 
hath been conſtancy and . withorit 
{cruple of Conſcience or ſafpition 
| of 
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of Popery uſed and prattifcd-by all 
our' godly and Qrthodox Biſhops ; 
even thoſe, who bave been the moſt 
zealous maintainers of our Religi- 
on againſt the Papiſts, and ſuch as 
haye.. particularly written againſt 
the Antichriſtian- tyranny of - the 
Pope, or in defence of the Kings 
Supremacy in marters Eccletiaſti- 
cal ; as' Zewe!, Bilfon, Abbots, Buck. 
ridge, Carleton, and many others, 
'- 1, NV, T1 

But again allthis that hath been 
ſaid, how agreeable foeyer it may 
ſeem. to truth and reaton, may be 
oppoſed the judgement of - the 
whole Realm in Parttament ( the 
Biſhops'themſelves alfo then ficting 
and voting as well. as other the 
Lords and Commons, in the firſt 
year of the Raign ot King Edward 
the Sixth, who chought fir by cheir 
AC 
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A& to alter the aforeſaid forme, 
and that upon the two aforeſaid 
grounds, 91%. that it was contrary 
to the form and order of the'Com- 
mon Law-Courts, and according to 
the 'form: and manner uſed- in"the 
time of the ufurped power of the 
Biſhop of Rome. Which being the 
aſt and weighrieſt . point” inthe 
Charge; is the more conſiderable, 
in that beſides its own ſtrength; 1t 
giveth alſo farther ſtrength and con- 
firmation to the other two. . 
XVL. 

But for Anſwer unto-this Argu- 
ment drawn from the judgment of 
the Parliament, as it is declared in 
the Statute of r. Edw. E. I would 
demand of the Obje&ors, where 
they place thie chief ſtrength of the 
Argument , whether in the authority 
of the Perſons (viz. the grear' Al. 
ſembly 
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ſembly of 'State convened in Parlia- 
ment) ſo judging ; or in validity of 
thoſe reaſons, which led them fo to 

- jadge. If in this latter, their judg= 

| ment can weigh no more, than the 

BE reaſons do whereon itis built; the 

frailry whereof we have already ex- 
amined arid diſcovered. i If in the 

" Authority of 'the Judges, -we Jay 

in the ballance againſt it the judg- 

+ Y ment of the Kingdome in all the 

Parliaments '-after the deceafe of 
King. Edward for above 'fourſeore 
Years together : the firſt whereof 
| | repeated that'Stature; and none of 

: | thoſe that'followed (for oughr aps 

| pEareth to us)/ever went about to 

| Wave 16. 5-1 
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farther Gang of Popery, and 
the perſefting of the Reformation 
begun by: his Father : I anſwer,that 
as it was @ very pious care, and of 
fingular example in ſo young a 
Prince, to intend and endeavour 
the Reformation of Religion and 
the Church within his Realms (for 
which even at this day we have 
cauſe to.acknowledg the good pro, 
vidence of Almighty God in raifin 

him up to become fo blefled an 
inſtrument of his glory and our 
good ; ,) fo: on the other fide ,we 
cannot doubt but that; the buligels 
of Reformation under him was car- 
ried on with ſuch mixture of . pris 
vate ends, and other humane frail» 
ties and affeRions, as are uſually 
incident into the enterpriſing; of 
great affairs, eſpecially ſuch as cann 
not be effe&ed without the afliſt» 


ance 
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ance of many Inftrumenes. All of 
which'in likelyhood being /not of 
one judgment and temiper, but ha- 
ving their ſeveral inclinations, pal- 
ſions and intereſts with great diffcr- 
ehce'; the produt of their endea» 
vours (whatſoever fincerity (there 
wete in the intentions of : the firſt 
mover.) muſt needs be fuich, as the 
conſtiturion of the ' moſt prevalent 
inſtruments employed in the-work 
would permit it to be. ' The very 
Name of 'Refoithatron of Religion 
and Manners; 'and of abuſes crept 
into the Church or Common-wedlth, 
carrieth with it a: great deal of out- 
ward plory and luſtre, filling the 
hearts of Mewn'with ex tons of 
muck happineſs: to ,/ and 10 
that hope is evermore entertained 
with general applauſe, eſpecially of 
the'valpar ſort :' becauſe: Men hook 
P1 G 2 upon 
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upon-it as it were in the [des, (that 
is toſay, as it is fancied and, deviſed 
in. the. mind and imagination) arid 
abſtratedly fromithoſe impediments 
and inconveniences , which. when 
they- come ad prafticandum, and to 
put ;their: thoughts in execution, 
they ſhall be ſure to meet- withall 
more or leſs, to render the perfor- 
manceſfhort of- the promiſe and ex- 
pectatian.  ' 


XVIL: -: 

Now 'becaule 'Reformation is ſo 
much talked of in thele'evil Dayes 
of ours, wherein thouſands of well- 
meaning People have.been ſeduced 
into. dangerous-.by-pathes by ;that 
ſpecious, Name :, 1t will not be a- 
miſs; '( though wg may fecm per- 
haps to digrels a little 'for it: ); to 
promprithe' Reader :to ſome con- 
ſidera« 


Lu s ws ww mw = wa mas Py * 


_ 0 REGAL POWER. $5 


fiderations, that may incline him 
rather to ſuſpe& a thing to be 11] 
done. than to be confident that it 
is well done, if he have no other 
reaſon of that confidence but this, 
that it is pretended to be done by 
way of Reformation. 
XIX. 

It is confiderable firft; that Re- 
formarion is the uſual vizard;where- 
with Men of infatiable' avarice or 
ambition diſguiſe their baſe unwor- 
thy intentions ,+ that the uglineſs 
thereof may not your to vulgar 
eyes. Seldome hath any Sacrilegi- 
ous or Seditious attempt appeaccd 
abroad in the - World, and been 
countenanced either by the Great 
ones or the Many ; which hath not 
been uſhered in by this piece of Hy- 
pocrifie. Not to Jook Sartbai(Vecks 
ward or forward ) for inſtances in 
G 3 both 
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both kindes, then to the Raign of 
that King- wherein the Statute ſo 
much'-inſiſted upon was made; It 
cannot-|be denied, but that during 
the Raign of that Religious and 
godly young King ( without his 
knowledge as we venily hope and 
believe, or at moſt through the ma- 
litious ſuggeſtions and cunning in- 
finuations of ſome that were about 
him). {uch Sacriledges were acted, 
and chat under the name and pre- 
tence of Reformarion, as have caſt 


— I 


a very foul blemifſh upon our 

Religion, eſpecially m the ct 
our ' Adverſaries,, who have ever 
ſhewed themſelves forward enough 
to impute the faults of the Perſons - 
ro the; Profeſſion. And under the 
ſame pretence of Reformation were 


. alſo maxked all the blood-ſhed, miſ- 


chiefs, and: outrages committed by 
Kerr, 


"10 REGAL POWER. 87 


Ken, and his ſeditious rabble in the 
fame Kings Raign : inſomuch as a 
great Oak whereat they appointed 
their uſual meetings, and whereon 
(by the juſt judgment of Cod ) 
himſelf the ringleader of that re- 
bellion was afterwards hanged, was 
by them called the Oak of Refor- 
mation. By what was done in thoſe 
times, (1 enough indeed, yet mo- 
deftly in compariſon of what hath 
been done in ours) we may have a 

near gueſs what their meaning 1s, 

that are ſo eagerly fet upon a Tho 

row Reformation (as they call it) 
in the Church, in the Commonwealth, 

in the Univerſities : even to get in- 

to their own hands and diſpoſal all 

the Places and Offices of power of 

profit in them all. I dare not fay, 

( for truly of fome I believe the 

contrary,and hope the fame of ma- + 


G 4 ny 


88 Epiſcopacy not prejudicial 


ny more) that all thoſe that joynin 
vote or a& with thoſe plauſible pre- 
tenders of Reformation, or wiſh 
well unto them in the ſimplicity 
of their hearts, are guilty of their 
abominable hypocriſie. But ſure all 
expericnce {heweth, that in great 
Councels. there are evermore ſome 
one or a few tweyvyi, ative and 
cunning Men that are able by the 
reputation of their wi{dome and a- 
bilities of (peech to carry all bufi- 
nefſes in the vogue even as them- 
ſelves have before-hand cloſely con- 
trived them : leading on the reſt, 
as a bell-weather doth the whole 
flock, or: as a crafty fore-man of a 
Jury doth the whole dozen, which- 
way ſoever they pleaſe ; who fol- 
low tamely after (que itur, non qua 
eundum) 10 an implicit belicf, that 
that 'muſt needs be the right way, 

| which / 
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which they ſee ſuch skilful guides 
ro have taken before them. 

| XX. 

But ſay there were no ſuch reſer- 
ved fecret finiſter ends cither in the 
chief Agents or their Miniſters, but 
- that a juſt Reformation were as re- 
ally and f(incerely intended by them 
all, as it is by ſome of them ſpe- 
ciouſly pretended : yet is it confi- 
derable Secondly, how very difficult 
a thing it is, 1n the buſineſs of Re- 
foymation to ſtay at the right point, 
and not to overdo, by reaſon of that 
duereie 13; eras, whereby we are very 
apt in declining one of the extreams 
to fall into the other,either in point 
of opinion or practice. In deteſtati- 
on of the hereſie of Neſtorius, who 
diſtinguiſhed .the perſons in Chriſt, 
becauſe he knew there were two 
natures 3 Entyches went fo far as 
co 
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to confound the natures, becauſe he 
knew there was but one: perſon. 
And becauſe the Papiſts by the 
multitude and pomponſneſs of their 
Ceremonies had taken away much 
of the inward vigour of Gods pub- 
lick worſhip, by drawing it too 
much outward ; the Puritanes 1n 
oppoſition to them, and to reform 
that errour, by ſtripping it of all 
Ceremonies have left it ſo bare, 
that (befides the unſeemlineſs) it is 
well nigh ſtarved for want of con- 
venient clothing. It is in the di- 
ſtempers of the body politick in 
this reſpe&t not much otherwiſe 
then it is in thoſe of the body na- 
tural. In an Ague, when the cold 


fit hath had his courſe, the body 
doth not thence return to a kindly 
natural warmth, but falleth ſpeedi- 


ly into a burning preternatural heat, 
nothing 


—2 REGALPOWER. gr 


nothing lefs (if not rather more ) 
afflitive:then the former. And how 
often have Phyficians, (not the'un 
learned Empericks onely, but eyen 
thoſe beſt renowned for their kill 
and judgment, ) by tampering with 
a crazy body to maſter the predo-. 
mirtancy of ſome noxioys humour 

therein, caſt their Patients ere 
were aware under the tyranny of 
ther and contrary humour as pe- 
"ous as the former : or for fear of 
leaving too much bad blood in the 
Veins, have letten out-too mach of 
the vital ſpirits withall? Onely the 
difference is, that in bodily diſeaſes 
this courſe may be ſometimes profi- 
tably experimented, and with good 
fucceſs ; not onely our of neceſſity, 
when there is no other way of cure 
left, (as they ule to fay , Deſperate 
Diſeaſes mu$} bave deſperate Reme- 
/ aies:) 


\ 
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dies :) but alſo out of choice, and 
' in a rational way ; as Hippocrates 
adviſeth in the caſe of ſome cold 
Diſeaſes to caſt the Patient into a 
burning Feaver , which he calleth 
#7; #«&,. And I remember to have 
read ſomewhere to that purpoſe 
ſuch an —_ as this, Vrile eft 
inneſct febrem in ſpaſmo. But for 
the remedying of Moral or Politick 
diſtempers, it is neither warrantas 
ble nor ſafe to try ſuch experiments: 
Not warrantable ; wakes, we have 
no ſuch rule given us in the Word 
of God whereby to operate : nor 
ſafe z becauſe herein the Mean only 
is commendable, all Extreams(whe- 
ther in defect or exceſs)vitious. Now 
what defeds or exceſſes there might 
be in the Reformation of Religion 
and the Church within theſe Realms 
during the Raigns of King Henry 

the 
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the VIIE King Edward the VT. and 
Queen Elizabeth ; it doth not be- 
come me, neither is it needful, to 
examine.'' But ſure it is, they that 
had the managery of thoſe affairs 
in their ſeveral reſpective Times 
were iwwrevic tur, male of the fame 
Clay with other Men, ſubje& to 
infirmities and paſſions, and to be 
byaſſed-with partial aftefQtions, and 
thoſe afte&ions capable to be en- 
flamed. with zeal, :cooled with de- 
layes, enraged by fition,. and 
allayed by ſeaſonable applications. 
And therefore- although we cannot 
ſay for certain with what affeGtions 
thoſe Reformers mthe beginning' of 
King Edward's Raign were ſteered 
in the whole buſineſs : yet it is ve- * 
ry poſſible, and. in this particular 
of, the Statutes, ( from the weak- 
nels of the reaſons therein expreſitd) 


nor 
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not improbable, that the jealoufics 


they had-of the Papal power ſo late- 
ly ezeted might make them: more 
abundantly cantelous and folicitous 
to ſecure themſelves there againft, 
then need required. Verily the tem- 
per of thoſe Times and' Men, and 
the Reformation made about thoſe 


times in other Contreys confidered;. 


we have far greater cauſe to bleſs 
God- that in [their then-Reforma- 
. tion in very many things they did 
not a 'great"deal worſe, 'then to 
blame them that'in ſome few things 
chey did not a little better,then 
have done. ; | 
_-» XXE 4 9} 
It'is further confiderable Third: 


ly; -that where a Reformation 1s - 


truly- intended ,'| and the: thing it 
ſelf tended by that Reformation 
to: be eſtabliſhed is alſo 'within'a 


tole. 


— 
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tolerable compaſs of Mediocrity ; 
there may yet be ſuch crrour in the 
choice of the means to be uſed for 
che accompliſhing of thole intenti- 
ons, as may vitiate the whole work, 
and render. it blame-worthy. 

although it. be a truth ſo expreſly 
affirmed by. the Apoltle, and ſo. a- 
greeable. to - the diQates of righe 
reaſon | That we may not do any & 
vil thing for any good end ] as that I 
ſhould ſcarce have. believed it- poſ- 
{ible that apy man that. pretended 
to be Chriſtian or but reaſppable 
ſhould hold. the contrary, bad-J ner 
been advertiſed by. very credible 
perſons that ſome men-of eminent 
place and; power djd-fo, by diſtin- 
guiſhing (bue beſide the book, and 
where the Law diſtinguiſheth not }) 
between 2. publick and a private 
good end: yet the cagernels of moſt 


INEA 
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men in the purſuance of ſuch-ends 
as they are fully bent upott, and 
their-pride of ſpirit diſdaining to be 
crofſed in their purpoſes, and- im- 

tient of meeting with any oppo- 
Bon ; putreth-:them many times 
upon the uſe of ſuch means as ſeem 
for | the preſent 'beſt conducing to 
the ends they have ' propoſed to 
themſelves, + without any ſufticient 
care to examine whether ſuch means 
be lawful or not. For either they 
run on- headlong and are reſolved 
not to ſtick at any niceties of con- 
ſcience, but being ingaged in a de-, 
fign-/fo 'go through with it. per fas 
&- wefas ; meaſuring honeſty by u- 
rility + 'or eMe'-they gather up any 
thin fig-leaves where they can meet 
with them -to hide the deformity 
of their aCions if it were -poſlible 
_ even from their own eyes; and are 
willing 


_ = * 
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willing their:afteRions ſhould bribe 


_ and cheat their judgments with any 


weak, reaſons to. pronounce that law. 
fb to be. done! which they have a 
mind to da; the ſecret: checks and 
murmurings.of their Conſcjzences to 
thecontrary notwithſtanding. Hence 
it: 1s, that. whereas Men, ought to 
conform all their wills and. ations 
tq-the exat Rule of God's Word, 
they .do ſo often in ſtead thereof 
crooken the; Rule to make 1t com- 
ply. with theic aftions and. defires : 
rafing ſuch DeQrines and Conclu- + 
fions from. the lacred Texts of Scri- 
pane:by. forced. inferences, as will 
beſt ſerve. to give ;countenance to 
whatſoever they fancy to-be, or 
pleaſe to-gall-Reformation; and to 


whatloever .meanis they ſhould ule 


for the cfteCting of ſuch Reforma- 


+44 


--tion, though .it were. by .popalar 


REP Y, 
FH Tumules, 


. 
; 
! . 
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Tuinults, 'tivil War, deſpifing 'Go- 
vernours, breaking 'Oaths, open Re- 
bellion, or any other'a@ how''um- 
juſt ſoever and full of difloyalry, 
Which mide Learned Zanchy, ob- 
ferving in his time how Anabaptiſts 
and all forts of Se&aries, that at- 
tempted" to bring in /iny-new and 
unheard of alteration in Religion 
into the Churches of Chriſt, by any 
means though never fo (editious/and 
unlawful; did yet juftifle all their 
enterpriſes by this, that they were 
done in order to a more'perfet'Re. 
formation, to cry ont; Egv'#on intel- 
ligo iſtam Reformatoritm' uhHi Theo. 
logiam, * Whiether 'this* ob{Efvarivn 
be. ſo fitly appliable' to thoſe ritiies 
of *Kini De 'REformatidn; 


2s the thro former Gopfideriticti 


Were, I 'krlb\ly not Path ſareit The 
teth'but too well to thele evil rites 
| &þ of 
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of ;ours,' wherein the pretence of a 
'Thovow.Reformation ſerveth as a 
foil''/to-fet off the blackeſt crimes 
that ever the Chriſtian world was 
puilty-of., | | 
in , 4 -» +} IEXIL. | 

Lofily, Say there ſhould be no. 
thing amiſs in any of the;premilles, 
bar that the intentions were fiacere; 
the piſiceedings moderate, and the 
meaWwful : yer ſince no wit of 
Man 1s at the preſent able.to fore- 
ſee all the inconveniences:that gay 
enſue upon- any great aud. ſudgdain 
change. of {ſuch Laws aud Cuſtomes 
awhaveibeen long.and generally oh- 
ſerved,rill time and expeniehce 4{+ 
cover. them ; it. way, very wellCaod 
not ſ{eldome doth). come -to pals, 
that theReformation intended [fgr 
the -vemedying, of :fome one abult; 
or-the preventing of ſome-preſedt -. 
f FRI! þ H 2 appa- 
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apparant iniconventence, may open 
a gap to let in ſome 'other abuſes'6r 
inconveniences, which (though'yer 
undiſcerned ) may in time prove to 
be more and greater , then thole 
that were ſought to be remedyed, 
Phyſicians tell us: that all ſudden 
changes in the body are dangerous : 
and it is no otherwiſe m the Charch 
and State.” Which is the griiypd of 
that Maxime, well approvilot all 
wiſe Men , if rightly underſtood, 
Malum bene __ non movendum: 
and of that other, ſo famous in the 
Ancient Councels, xai« ibn xegreire, 
Let'the old Cuſtomes be obſerved. 
"And therefore AriStotle gravely cen- 
ſurech that 'Law made. by Hippoda» 
mus the Milefian Lawegiver, That 
whoſoever ſhould .devife any new 
Law. for'the common good ſhould 
tbe rewarded by the State, as a Law 
Ci indeed 
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indeed fooliſh and pernicious, how 
fpeciqus:8 plauſible {oever it ſeem- 
ed-at the-fieſt-appearance : becauſe 
(ſaith he)' it would bur encoutage 
bufie and ative ſpirits to be always 
innovating ſome thing or other in 
the-State, which might finally tend 
to the ſubverſion of all ancient 
Lawes: and; Cuſtomes, and conſe- 
quently. of the whole Government 
it'ſelE Now that the Reformation 
io King Edward's Days, ,as to this 
particular in that Statute concern: 
ed, was ſubje& at leaſt; to this frail- 
ty,, we may very probably gather 
( poſterior: from this ; that after 
it, was once repealed, they that had 
to do in the Reformation ever ſince, 
thought it fit rather to. Jet it lye,un- 
der that repeal, then. to-reyive tt. 
bio} © (9c, KUL, 
. - There can be no doubt, but that 
H 3 to 
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to an objebtion mide ie from the fores 
of 2 Statiite, it is a ſufficient anſwer 
(if it be: thus) to ſay 'that ehe- aid 
Statute hath been repealed. ad.{9 
coftinueth. - Yet the adverſarievof 
Epiſcopdcy are ſo pertinacipuſly bene 
to/ hold their Concluſion in deſpite 
of all Premiſſes, chat they ſeem to 
be nothing ſatisfied therewithall, 
but dividing the anſwer, - tuth the 
former part 'of it (#43: tht of the 
Repeal) "to their owii 'advantigei 
For fay they,that Repeal bemg mage 
by Queen' M#ry, who wat a profel. 
4 Papiſt, and a Perſeenter of che 
Proteſtant Religion, was certainly 
an AZ of hers done iy favour of Po- 
; ahd fo ts a ſtrong confirtmaciz 
of, chat the form of proceeding for- 
merly nſed'by the Biflops in the Fe 
cleſi iſtical Corky , prohibited by the 
Statute of iti Edw#rd, but reſto- 
red 
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red by that her Repeal, was a Papiſh 
prafgice, and more befitting Papiſts 
tas Proteliapts to ule. ,. 
En XXIV. 
| To return a full anſwer hereun- 
to; Firſt it ſhall-be willingly gran- 
ted,.that.Queen,Myry, being a zea- 
lous Papiſt, dd cauſe -that. Statute 
made: 1n: the firſt of her Brothers 
Raign! to be "rw ouit; of my 
zeal, ro, the Romyſh Rel eh and F: 
favour gf Heap Pape awd Juriſ- 
iftiog., : Bath;þgcauſe be. £opeat 
ved which, wrfruc.) that. Sy (© 
Brother being, 3 Protel by 
that, Statute-prahibited the Biſhops 
39;d9, mes Fngs i RM FPgs Qwp 
pames, of, purppte thereby co Jelſen 
the} Pope's Ao "LK his 
Realms: a5 glonbec uſe their uſing 
of the King's Nama. is their Pro- 
cefles- and As carried with it (as 
H 4 we 
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we formerly granted) a'more' ex- 
preſs and evident acknowledgment 
of the King's Stpremicy F celefia- 
ſtical, then the contrary cuſtome 
doth. 
4 XXV." 4 
* But then Secondly,this-bein gran: 
ted, it will by no means follow &- 
ther frft ; that the 'repeal of that 
Statute is not to be valued by any 
Proteſtatit 3 or that freondlly the cr 
Nome of the' Biſhops prohibieed by 
the Staxute, and reſtored by of AR 


of Repe af was bred 6e'y 
that ot former an{wet- was 


cient : jot the firſt, beta we wr 
'not co" Togk upon 'the Stature'and 
'upon 'the* AF of 'Repeal;” as they 
were tnige, the one'by a Proteſtatit 
the. othier - by Paphſt' (for! That 
were to Judge ur ty, an} with re- 
ſpea bf Perſons ; 3) but to confider 


whe- 
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' whethier' the reaſons whereupon 'the 
Stattitewas grounded were 3 veri- 
tate'##i/fach, as that'ir ought not to 
have been repealed either by Papiſt 
or Proteſtant. Which reaſons how 
they hive been valued , appeareth 
upon the poſt-fat in this ; that a 
Papiſt Princeſs by the Principles of 
her Religion could do no leſs then 
repeal*that Statute,and a Proteſtant 
Princeſs 'without ''prejudice to the 
Principles of her Religion might 
continue that Repeal. 
dd XXVL 
"Not the ſecond :' becauſe that 
very Statute of 1. Edward the VI. 
by which it is 'ordained that "all 
Summons, Citations and other Pro» 
ceſſes Feclefiaſtical be -made inthe 
Name, 'and with'the »ſtyle of the 
King, doth it ſelf ſufficiently ab- 
folve the contrary cuſtome former- 


ly 
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ly uſed by. the Biſhops 'aGting. .in 
their own names, from being, cithes 
Popiſh or otherwiſe defpgatpry. ta 
the King's Supremacy. Inalmgch ay 
by Proviſo's 1nithe ſaid Statute ;the 
Biſhops are. ſtill} permitted.in/ ſome 
cafes tq uſe their: own names withe 
out any,,mention at all to he made 
of-ithe King : a4; namely the Arch- 
biſhop-,of Canterbury to. grant Fa- 
cultics and Diſpenſationsz and every 
other Biſhop to make .Collarions, 
Preſentations, Infjitytiens and: In- 
ductions of Benefiges, Letters of Or- 
ders and. Dimiſlories , «+. +4mder 
their. own names and {eals,. as by 
the words of the ſaid Statute doth 
plainly-appear. -;:WWhich ſure would 
Pot have beeh [parmipred 5n- any 
caſe; had the thing, it- ſelf been by 
they conceived to have bedy (imply 
ang» de toto gengre- either, Popilh-or 

pre- 
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prejudical to the R Regal Power. 
XXVIE 

| Not the Third : becauſe they dif. 

nt our- former an({wer, that ch 
EM make: their advantage of the 
one piece-of it ſevered from the 0- 
cher. For the ſtrength of the an- 
{wer (it being copulative ) was not 
to lye in either rent alone, but in 
both together taken joymely 3 and 
nhodaed RY int he later 
part which they ſlightly pur off; chen 
in the former whereat'they take ad- 
eve We-do not'fay rhat rhie 
ing'of thac Statute is of lirele 
on a. againſt us,” becauſe jt was 
repealed by Queen Mary ( though 
that Repeal alone is ſufficient to 
make-1t voxd and invalid ns to/all 
effc@s in-Law: ) but becauſe being 
then repealed it was never afeer re- 
vived in the /Raigns ewher of Queen 
Elizabeth 
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Elizabeth, King Fames, or his'Maje- 

that now is: which ſheweth that 
the AQ of Repeal (as to-the' point 
now in diſpute) was by them appro- 
ved of, and intended to<ontinue in 
force. And it will thence follow 
further and moſt clearly, that ig the 
zudgment of all theſe wiſe and, re- 
ligious Princes, there was a great 
difference between the Papal and 
the 'Epiſcopal JuriſdiQion,; as they 
had been either of them|cxerciſed 
within theſe Realms: and. that the 
Papal was prejudicial to the Rega} 
Power and Supremacy, but:the-E. 
piſcopal was-niot. | 

XXVHIL | :, 

Neither doth that ſuffice which 
15. put in by: way. of Reply:hereun- 
to, to alledge that the:c@ntinuance 


of the old cuſtome ( after. the Re- 
peal made)happened either through 


inad- 
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inadvertency of 'the State, or by 
reaſon of the great power fome or 
other of the Biſhops ever had with 
thoſe Princes. For it cannot be 
doubted but that the State, having 
before them a Precedent of fo late 
and freſh-memory as the Statute of 
r. Edw. 6. would: at ſome time or 
other within the ſpace of fourſcore 
years: (eſpecially there being no 
want 1n_ thoſe days of enough gree- 
dy Great-ones and faGious Diſci- 
plinarians to- remind them of it ) 
have takeh.a time to frame and paſs 


a Bill for the reviving of that Sta- 


tute: if they had deemed the. cu- 
ſtome, therein forbidden, Popiſh oc 
derogatory either to.the Kings ho- 
nour or power, or had not rather 
found ſufficient reaſon to perſwadg 
them-that the ſaid Statute was in- 
convenient, or at leaſtwiſe uſcleſs. 
And 


} 
/ 
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Andas for the Biſhops, they that nn» 
derſtand the condition of thoſe firſt 
times 'well know that ( under God 
and/-his good providence ) they 

ſtood in a manner by the "Aer 
ate and (ole favour of Queen Eli- 
zabeth. The Papiſts on the one (ide 
bated them above all other forts of 
Mev, becauſe of their Religion, and 
their abilities above all other Men 
to :defend. it. - On »the-:other {ide 
the Puritanes who.envied their po- 
wer, and ſome great ones about:the 
Court, who having taſted the ſweet 
of 'Sacriledge in the times: of the 
two'laſt 'Kings;thirſted afrer the re- 
mainder of their Revenues, comply- 
ed-either with other, for their Goa 


ral:reſpeRive ends, againſt the Bi- 
(hops. "Which being (o, ithatl:been 
the fooliſheſt thing in- theworldfor 
the Biſhops, to bave -uſed-thar po- 


wer 
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wer or intereſt they had with the 
Queen'( upon whole favour or di{> 
pleaſtire their whole livelyhood de- 
pended) for the procuring of her 
conſent to any AQ to be done in 
favour'of them, that malice ir (elf 
conld/with any colourable conſtru- 
Qion' Interpret ' either to {avour of 
Popery;or to french upon the Roy- 
al'Suprethacy : That Queen havin 
both 'by'her. ſufferings before, an 
aGtions after ſhe came tothe Crown, 
ſufficiently witneſſed: ro the world 
her averfheſs from Popery : and be- 
ing withalſ'a Princeſs of a great Spi- 
rit, and particularly jealous in the 
'poine of Prerogartive. 
XXIX. 

Whenee I think' we may ('with 
good reaſon) conelude,that the. an- 
cient cubtome -of the, Biſhops in ma- 
king - Summons ,*c. "in their own 
q names, 


Y 
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names, after. it was, by the. AQ of 
Repeal, 1. Mar. reſtored, was cons 
_ tifued by Queen Elizabetb and her 
Succeſlors ever {ince without .inters 
ruption, or reviving of the Statute 
of King Edward: neither out of as 
ny inadvertency 'in the State, nor 
through any importune, or. indire} 
labouring of the Biſhops, as. by ghe 
ObjeQors is weakly preſumed; but 
adviſedly and upon important con- 
fiderations, viz, that the deviſing of 
ſuch-a new way, as is ſet forth and 
appointed in the ſaid Statute, was 
not :onely a needleſs thing, (and 
Laws ſhould not be either made, o 

altered, but where it is needfu 6 
to do, ) but ſubje&t alſo to ma- 
nifeſt both inconvenience and fcan- 


dal. 


XXX. | | 
That it was altogether, needleſs 


to 
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to change the old Cuſtome may ap- 
pear by this, that al] the imaginable 
neceſſity or utility of ſuch a. change 
could be onely this: To ſecure the 
King by ufing his Name in their 
Procefles, vc, ( as a real acknow- 
ledgmenet chat their Juriſdiftion is 
derived from him and no other) 
that the Biſhops had no intention in 
the exerciſe of their Epiſcopal po- 
wer to uſurp upon his Eccleliaſtical 
Supremacy. Which Supremacy of 
the King, and Superiority of his Jus 
ri{diftion and Authority over that 
which the Biſhops exerciſed, being 

already by ſo many other wayes 
and- means ſufficiently ſecured , it 

could argue nothing but an-imper- 

tinent jealoufie , ro endeavour to 

ſtrengthen that ſecurity by an addi- 

tion of {o poor and inconſtderable 


regard. 


I The 
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XXX. 

The Kings of England are fecu- 
red againſt all danger that may ac» 
crue to Their Regal power from E- 
piſcopal Juriſdifion as it hath been 


anciently and of later times exerci. 


' ſed in this Realm : Firſt by the ex» / 


tent of their Power over the per- 
ſons, and livelihoods of the Biſhops, 
and over the whole State Eccleſia. 
ſtica], as in the ancient right of the 
Crown , which how great ic was, 
may appear by theſe Three Parti- 
culars. 
XXXII. 

Firs, The Collation and Dona» 
tion of Biſhopricks, together with 
the nomimation of the Perſons to 

; be made Biſhops, in caſe 
52” they did by their Writ of 
1. E0n.6-2- Corge deſlier permit the 
formality of Election to others,did 

always 


- 
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always belong to the Kings of this 
Realm, borh before and fince the 
Conqueſt,as in right of their Crown. 
Our learned Lawyers al- | 
ſure us, that all the Biſho- Og 

icks of this Realm ate 
_ of the King's foundation : that they 
were originally dOMiative, and nof 
eleQtive : and that the full right of 
Inveſticture was in the King, who 
fignfied his pleaſure therein, per tra- 
ditionem baculi &- annuli, by the de- 
livery of a Ring and a Crofjer-ſtaff 
to the Perſon by him ele&ed and 
nominated for that Oftice. The 
Popes indeed often affayed to make 
chem eleQtive, either by the Dean 
and Canons of the Cathedral, of 
by the Monkes of ſome principal 
Abbey adjoyning : but the Kings 
ſtill withſtood ict, and maintained 
their right as far as they could or 
I 2 durſt: 
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durſt. Infomuch as King Herry the 
Firſt being earneſtly ſollicited by 
the Pope to: grant; the election of 
Biſhops to the Clergy , conſtanter als 
legavit ( ſaith the ſtory) and werbis 
minacibus, he ſtoutly,& with threats 
refuſed ſo. ro do, ſaying he would 
not for the 1s of; his Kingdome 
loſe the right of thoſe Inveſtitures. 
Ir is true that King Fobn, a Prince 
neither fortunate nor couragious be- 
ing overpowred by the Popes, did 
by Charter in the Seventeenth Year 
of his Raign grant that the Biſhop- 
ricks of England ſhould be eligible. 
But this notwithſtanding in the 
Raign of King Edward the Third, 
it-was in open Parliament declared 
and enacted, that to the King and 
his Heirs did belong the collation 
of Archbiſhopricks, &c. and all 0- 
ther dignities that are, of his Ad- 


yowlon ; | 
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vowlon 3 and that the eleGtions 
granted by the Kings' his progeni- 
tors were under a certain form and 
condition, <i%. that they ſhould 
ask leave of the King to elect, and * 
that after the .cletion made, they 
ſhould obtain the King's conſent 
thereunto ; and not otherwiſe. -- 


'XXXIII. 

Secondly, The King; hath power, 
if he ſhall ſee cauſe, to/ſulpendany 
Biſhop from the execution of his 
Office for ſo long time as heſhall 
think good : '+yea, and-'to deprive 
him utterly of: the dignity and oftice 
of a Biſhop, it-he deſerve it; Which 
power was'de facto, exerciſed: both 
by. Queen: Miry: :and''Qaeen Eliza: 
beth in the-beginning:of.Jtheir ſeve- 
ral- Raigns::.upon fuch. Biſhops as 
would not conform to their Religi- 
on. I' 3 Thirdly, 
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, +» \XXXIV. 
- Thirdly, ''The Kings of Exglend 
have a great power over the Biſhops 
in reſpe& of their Temporalities, 

which they hold immediately of the 
King per Baroniam ; and which e» 
very Biſhop Ele@ is to ſuc out of 
the Kings hands ( wherein they re- 

mained after the deceaſe of the for- 
mer Biſhop during the Vacancy, ) 
and thence tg take his only reſtitu- 
tion into: the ſame,. making Oath 
and fealty ro the King for the ſame 
upon his Conſecration. Yea, and 
after ſuch Reſtitution of Temporal; 
ties and Conſecration,the King hath 
power to ſeize the ſame again into 
his owa hands, -if ' he ſee juſt cauſe 
{o to do. Which the Kings of Exg+ 
land in former times did {o fre- 
quently praQice upon any Jight dil- 
pleafure' conceived againſt the Bij- 
' ſhops . 


— 
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ſhops ; that it was preſented as a 
grievance þy the Arch-biſhop of 
Canterbury, and the other Prelates 
by way of requeſt to King «... ;, 
Edw. ITI. in Parliament, rw 14 

and.. thereupon a Statute ** CD 
was made the ſame Farliament, that 
thenceforth no Biſhops Temporal» 
ties ſhould be ſeized by the King 
without good cauſe. F inde cited 
by Sir Edward Coke out of the Par- 
liament Rolls 18. H. 3: a-Record, 
wherein the King ſtraightly char- 
geth the Biſhops not to infermeddle 
in any thing ts the prejudice of his 
Crawn 3 threatning them with ſei. 
zure of their Temporalties if they 
ſhould ſo do, The words are, Maz- 
datum eft omnibus Epiſcopis que con- 
venturi ſunt apud ucefir” ( the 
King having before ſuMmaged them 


by Writ to a Parliament to be hal. 
I 4 den 
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den at Glouceſter ) firmiter inhiben. 
do, quod ſicut Baronias ſuas quas de 
Rege tenent diligunt, nullo modo pre- 
ſumam concilium tenere de aliquibus 
que ad Coronam pertinent, wel que 
perſonam Regis wel Statum ſunm, vel 
Statum concilit ſui- contingunt ; ſci- 
turi pro certo quod fi fecerint, Rex 
inde capiet ſe ad Baronias ſuas, &c, 
By which Record, together with o- 
ther the premiſſes, it 'may appear, 
that the Kings by their Ancient 
right of Prerogative 'had ſundry 
ways power over the Biſhops wher« 
by to keep them in obedience, and 
to ſecure their Supremacy from all 
peril of being prejudiced by the ex- 
erciſe of Epiſcopal Juriſdiction, 


4XXXV. / 
Yet in 'ofder to the utter abolj- 
ſhing of the Papal Ufurpations and 


of 
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, of all pretended forraign power 
whatſoever in matters Eccleſiaſtical 
within theſe Realms, divers Statutes 
have been made in the Raign of 
King Henry the VIIL. and ſince for 
the further declaring and confirm- 
ing of the King's Supremacy Eccle- 
fraſtical. Wherein the acknowledg. 
ment of that Supremacy is either > 
expreſly contained, or ſo abundant- 
ly provided for ; as that there can 
be no fear it ſhould ſuffer for lack ' 
of further acknowledgement to be 
made by the Biſhops in the ſtile of 
their Courts. Amongſt other, Firſt, 
by Statute made 25. H. 8. 19. up- 
on the ſubmiſſion and petition' of 
the Clergy, it was enaCted, that no 
Canons or Conſtitutions ſhould be 
made by the Clergy in their Con- 
vocation without the King's licence 


firſt had in that behalf, and his roy- 


al 
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al aſſent after : and likewiſe that }. 
no Canon, @&c. ſhauld be put in 
execution within the Realm, that 
ſhould be contrariant or repugnant 

to the King's Prerogative Rayal,or 
the Cuſtomes, Laws, or Statutes of- 
the Realm. Then Secondly, by the 
Statute of x. Eliz. cap. 1. all ſuch 
Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiftions , Privi- 
ledges, Superiorities and Pre-emi- 
nences, as had been exerciſed or u- 
ſed, or might be lawfully exerciſed \ 
or uſed by any Feclefiaſtical power 

or authority was (declared to be ) 
for ever united and annexcd to the 
Imperial Crown af this Realm. And 
Thirdh, it was alſo in the ſame Sta- 
tute provided, that the Oath of Sy- 

5 yang (wherein there is contain- 
ed. as full an acknowledgment of 
the King's Eccleſiaſtical Supremacy 
as the wit of man can deviſe) ſhould 
be 
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be taken by every Arch-biſhop and 
Biſhop, &c. which hath been ever 
ſince duely and accordingly per- 
formed. 
XXXVI. 
Laitly, From receiving any. pre- 
zudice by the Biſhops and their Ju- 
dition, rhe Regal pawer 1s yer 
farther ſecured, by the ſubordinati- 
on of the Eccleſiaſtical Lawes and 
Courts to the Common Law of 
England, and to the King's own 
immediate Courts. For although 
the Ecclefiaſtical Laws be allowed 
by the Laws of this Realm, and the 
proceedings in the _ Ecclefiaſtical 
Courts be by the way of the Civil, 
and not of the Common Law : yet 
are thoſe Lays and proceedings al- 
lowed with this limitation and con- 
dition, that nothing be done againſt 
the Common Law ( whereof the 
King's 
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King's Prerogative is a principal 
part ) nor againſt the Statutes and 
Cuſtomes of the Realm. And 
therefore the Law alloweth Ap- 
ales to be: made from the Eccle- 
tiaſtical Courts to the King in Chan- 
cery - and in ſundry caſes, whexe 
a cauſe dependeth. before a. Spiri. 
tual Judge, the King's prohibition 
lyeth to remove it into one of his 
Temporal Courts. 
XXX VII. 
Having ſo many ſeveral ties up- - 
. on the Biſhops to ſecure themſelves 
and their Regal authority from all 
danger that might ariſe Gow the a- 
buſe of the Eccleſiaſtical Power and 
Juriſdiction exerciſed by the Bi- 
ſhops in their Courts (by the anci- 
ent prerogative of their Crown, by 
the proviſions of ſo many. Statutes 
and Oaths, by the remedy. of the 
Common 
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| Common Law:) the Kings of Eng- 


land had. no cauſe to be fo need- 
lefly cautelons as to be afraid of a 
meer formality,the Style of a Court. 
Eſpecnlly conſidering the: impor- 
tance of the two Reaſons expreſſed 
in the Statute of King Edward, as 
the onely grounds of altering that 
Style, not to be ſuch as would 
countervail the Inconvenience and 
Scandal that might enſue there. 
upon. 
XXX VIIL 
For whereas it was then thought 
convenient, o change the Style u- 
ſed in the Ecclefiaſtical Courts, be. 
cauſe it was contrary to the form 
uſed in the Common. Law-Courts 
within this Realm, (which is one of 
the Reaſons in the ſaid Statute ex- 
prefled:) it: might very well upon 
further conſideration be afterwargs 
thought 


*% 
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chought more convenient for the 
like reaſon to retain the accuſtoni- 
ed Style, becauſe otherwiſe the 
forme of the Eccleſiaſtical Courts 
would be contrary to the'form of 
other Civil-Law-Courts within the 
Realm(as the Admiralty, and Earl- 
Marſhals Court) and of other 
Courts of the Kings grant made 
unto Corporations ; with either of 
which , the Eccleſiaſtical Courts 
had a nearer affinity, then with the 
Kings Courts of Record, or other 
his own immediate Courts of Com- 
mon Law. Nor dotlfthere yet ap- 
pear any valuable reaſon of differ- 
ence, why Inconformity to the 
Common Law-Courts ſhould be 
thought a ſufficient ground for the 
altering of the forms uſed in the 
Eccleſiaſtical Courts ; and yet the 
like forms uſed in the Admiralty,in 
the 
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the Earl-Marſhals Court, in Courts 


Baron, in Corporation Courts, cc. , 


| ſhould (notwithſtanding the ſame 
inconformity ) continue as they had 
becn formerly accuſtomed. without 
alteration, X 
XXXIX. 

If any ſhall alledge as ſome rea- 
ſon of ſuch difference, the other 
Reaſon given in the ſaid Statute z 
viz. that the form and manner uſed 
by the Biſhops was ſuch as was uſed 
in the time of the uſurped power 
of the Biſhop of Rome : belides 
that therein is no difference at all, 
(for the like forms in thoſe other 
aforeſaid Conrts were allo in uſe in 
the ſame time 3) there is further gi- 
ven thereby great occaſion of Scan- 
dal to thoſe of the Church of Rome. 
And that two ways : Firſt, as it is 
made 4 Reaſon at all ; Secondly , as 

it 
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it is applyed to the particular now 
in hand. Firf#, whereas. the Pa. 
piſts unjuſtly charge the Proteſtant 
Churches with Schiſm for depart- 
ing from their -Communion : it 
could not but be a great Scandal 
to them, to confirm them in that 
their uncharitable opinion of us, if 
we ſhould utt&ly condemn any 
thing as unlawful, or but even for- 
bid the uſe of it as inexpedient, 
upon this onely- ground or confide- 
ration, that the ſame had been uſed 
in the times of Popery, or that it 
had been abuſed by the Papiſts. And 
truly: the Puritanes have by this ve- 
ry- means given a wonderful Scan- 
dal and advantage to our Adverſa- 
ries, which they ought to acknow- 
ledge and repent of : when tran(- 
ported with an-indiſcreet zeal they 
have cryed;down ſundry harmlels 
Cere- | 


4 


. 


; Ceremonies and Cuſtomes as ſuper” 


ſticious and Antichriſtian, only for 
this that Papiſts' uſe them, Where- 
as godly and regular Proteſtants 
think it agreeable to Chriſtian li- 
berty, charity and prudence, that in 
appointing Cerenionies , retaining 
anche = New and the uſe of all 
other indifferent things ſuch courſe 
be held, as that their moderation 
might be known to all men; and 
that it might appear to their very 
Adverſaries, that wherein they did 
receed from them or any thing 
practiſed by them, they were nor 


thereunto carried by a Spirit. of 


contradiQion, bur either caſt upon 
It by ſome neceflity of the times, or 
induced for juſt reaſons of expedi- 
ency fo to do. ny 
XL. 
But then Secondly, as that Rea 
K ſon 
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fon relateth to the preſent bufinels 
im particular, the Scandal thereby 
piven 1s yet greater. For we are to 
know, that when Kung Henry the 
VIIE. aboliſhed che Papal Power, 
reſuming in his own hand the anci- 
ent Rights of the Crown, which the 
Biſhops of Rome had unjuſtly uſur- 
'ped : he took upon Himlelf alſo 
thar title which he then found uſed 
by the Biſhops of Rowe, bur which 
none of his Progenitors the Kings 
of this Realm had ever uled, of 
being the Supream Head of the 
Church within his Dominions. This 
title continued during the Raign of 
his Son King Edward the VI. by 
whom the Statute aforeſaid. was 
made, and 1s mentioned in that 
_ very Statute: Now albeit by that 
title or appellation was not intend- 


<d "ny other thing, then that Sn- 
premacy | 
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premacy Eccleſiaſtical which the 
Kings of this Land have, and of 
right ought to have, in the Gover- 
Nance Ke their Realms over all 

rſons and in all cauſes Ecclefiaſti- 
cal as well as other, and which 1s 
in the Oath of Supremacy acknow= 
ledged to belong unto them : yet 
the Papiſts took Scandal at the no- 
velty thereof, and glad of ſuch an 
occaſion made their advantage of 
it, to bring a reproach upon our 
Religion; as if the Proteſtants of 
England were of opinion, that all 
Spiritual Power did belong unto 
the King, and that the Biſhops and 
Miniſters of England had their 
whole power of Preaching, admi- 
niſtring the Sacraments, Ordain- 
ing, Excommunicating, ec. fole- 
ly and originally trom the King, 
as the Members of the Body live 

| K 2 by 
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by the influence which the Head 
hath into them. Upon their cla- 
mours, that title of Supream Head 
atid Governour was taken into far« 
ther conſideration in the beginning 
of Queen Elizabeth's Raign. And 
although that ſtyle in the true 
meaning thereof was innocent and 
defenſible enough : yet for the a- 
voiding of Scandal and Cavil, it 
was judged more expedient that 
the word Head ſhould thenceforth 
be laid aſide, and the ſtyle run 
onely Supream Governour; as we 
ſee it is in the Oath of Supremacy 
and other-where ever fince, with- 
out mentioning the word Head ; 
according to the intimations given 
in the Queens InjunCtions and elle- 
where in that behalf. And it ſeem- 
eth to me very probable, that for 
the ſame Reaſon elpecially { befides 

thoſe 
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thoſe other Reaſons already given) 
it was thought fitter by Her then, 
and by her Succeſſours hitherto 3 
that the Biſhops in all their Eccle- 
fiaſtical Courts and Proceedings 
ſhould a& in their own Names as 
formerly they had done, then that 
the Statute of King Edward ſhould 
be revived, for doing it in the 
King's Name. For the ſending out 
Proceſſes, &c. in order to Ex» 
communication and other Church- 
cenſures in the King's name, wauld 
have ſerved marvellouſly to give 
colour, (and conſequently ſtrength 
in the apprehenſion at leaſt of 
weaker judgements ) to that ca» 
lumny wherewith the Papiſts uſu» 
w aſperſe our Religion, as if the 
KINGS af England took them- 
ſclves to be proper- and compe- 
tent Judges of Cenſures meerly 

K 3 ſpiritual 
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ſpiritual in their own Perſons, and 
the Prelates accordingly did ac- 
knowledge them fo to be. 


Thus have I ſhewen to the fatis- 
faction (I hope) of the ingenuous 
and unprejudiced Reader, that E- 
piſcopacy is no ſuch dangerous 
Creature either in the Opinion or 
Pradtice, as ſome would make the 
World believe it is : but that 
the King's Crown may ſtand faſt e- 
nough upon his Head, and flouriſh 
in its full verdure, without pluck- 
ing away or diſplacing the leaſt 
flower in it , notwithſtanding E- 
piſcopacy ſhould be allowed to be 
of Divine Right in the higheſt 
ſence, and the Biſhops ſtill permit- 
ted to make their Proceſſes in 
their own Names, and not in the 
Kings. By this time I doubt nor, 
all 
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all that are not wilfully blind 
Tor who ſo blind, as he that will 
not ſee? ) do {ee and underſtand 
by ſad experience, that it had been 
far better both with KING and 
Kingdom then now it is, or (with- 
out God's extraordinary merey ) 
is like to þe in haſte; If the ene- 
mies of Epiſcopacy had meant no 
worſe. to the King. and his Crown, 
then the Biſhops and thoſe that fa- 
voured them did. 
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$SSTITRI/ASOCATAK 
A 


POST-SCRIPT 
TO THE 


READER; 


Hereas in my Anſwer to the 
former of the two Objeti- 
on5 in the foregoing Treatiſe, T have 
not any where made any clear diſ- 
covery what my own particular 
judgment is concerning the Fs di- 
winum of EPLSCOPACT in the 
ſtricter ſenſe, ther in the Afﬀrma- 
tive or Negative : and for want of 
{ſo doing, may perhaps be cenſured 
by ſame to have walked. but halt- 
ingly, or at leaſtwiſe with more cau- 
tron and mincing,then became me to 


do 


i 
j 


— 
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do in a bufineſs of that nature ; I 
do hereby declare. 

1. That, to avoid the ſtarting of 
more Queſtions then needs muſt, I 
then thought it fitter (and am of 
the ſame opinion ſtill ) to decline 
that Queſtion, then to determine it 
either way + ſuch determination be- 
ing clearly of no moment at all to 
my purpoſe, and for the ſolving of 
that ObjeFion. 

2+ That nevertheleſs, ( leaving 
other Men to the Jiberty of their 
own judgments ) my opinion is, that 
EPISCOPAL GOVERNMENT i 
not to be derived meerly from Apo-/ 
ftolical Pradtice or Inſtitution : but 
that it is originally founded in the 
Perſon and Office of the Meſſias,our 
bleſſed Lord FESUS CHRIST. 
Who being ſent by his Heavenly 
Father to be the great /poFle, 

HEB. 
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HEB. III. x. Biſhop and Paſtor 
1 1 PET. IL. 25. | of his Church, 
and anointed to that Office immedi- 
ately after his Baptiſme by FOHN. 
with Fower and the Holy Ghoſt 
[ACT. X. 37-$.] deſcending then 
upon him in @ bodily ſhape [LUK. 
III. 22, | did afterwards before his 
Aſcenſion into Heaven, ſend and 1m- 
power his holy Apoſtles, ( giving 
them the Holy Ghoſt likewile as his 
Father had given him) in like man- 
ner as his Father had before ſent. 
him [- JOH. XX. 2. | to execute 
the lame Apoſtolical, Epiſcopal and 
PaStoral Office for the ordering and 
governing of his Church until his 
coming again : and fo the ſame Of- 
fice to continue in_them and their 
Succeſſours.unto the end of the world. 
[MAT. XXVIIL 18--20. | This'I 
take to be fo clear, from theſe and 
other 
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{7 
other like Texts of Scriptkre ;; that 
if they ſhall be diligently compared' 
together, -both between themſelves, 
and with the following praSGice 
all the Churches of Chriſt, as well ig 
the Apoſtles times as in the Pureſt 
and ( times neareſt there- 
unto 3 there will be left a little 
cauſe, why any Man ſhould doubt 
thereof. 

3- That in my Anſwer to the 
later Objefion 1 made no uſe at all 
(nor indeed could do) of the Opz- 
nion Of. .the Reverend Judges in that 
point, nor of his Majeſties Procla- 
mation grounded thereupon. For 
although the Proclamation had been 
extant Ten Tears before this task 
was impoſed upon me ; yet I had 
nevet ſeen, nor ſo much as heard of 
the ſame in all the time before, nor 
yet in all the time ſince; till a- 

bout 
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bout ten days ago I was advertiſed 
thereof, when theſe Pepers were 
then going to the Preſs. Which, 
fince they give ſo much ſtrength ta 
the main Cauſe, and ſo fully avoid 
the ObjeQion; I have followed the 
adviſe of ſome Friends, ay ed 
them to be Printed herewil 
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A Catalogue of ſome Books primed for 
and Sold by Robert Pawlet, at the 
Bible in Chancery-Lane, near 
Fleetſtreet. | 


i" and tamiliar way for the nſe of 
All, bur eſpecially che cmcaneſt Reader, Ne. 
cefſiry for all Families ; with private De» 
votions for ſeveral Occaſions, 
The Gemtleman's (alling, Written by the 
_— of The irs Duty of Of Chih _ 
Cauſes of the Decay of Chriftian P 
Or an nt Survey'of the Ruines of 
Chriſtian Religion, PEAATEY Unchri. 
ſtian Pratice : By the Atathor of 7he whole 
Dm of Man, 
A Scholaſtick Hiſtory of the Canon of the 
Holy Scripeurez Or the Certain and Indu- 


hy" + Day of Man, laid down ina 


| birate Books thereof, as they are received 
ia the Church of England: by Dr. Coin, Lord 
Biſhop of Darker: 
Golden Remains of rhe ever Memorable 
Mr. Fohu Hales of Exton-Colledge, &c, 
Divine Breachings, ot a Piops Soul thirſt. 
ing 
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A Catalogue of Books, &. 

ing after Chriſt, in an hundred excellent 
Meditations. | -N 

Hugo Grotins de Rebus Belgicis, Or the An- 
nals and Hiſtory of the Low-Countrey Wars 
in Engliſh, wherein is manifeſted; that the 
United Netherlands are indebted for the 
glory of their Conqueſts to the Valour of the 
Engliſh. 
2A Treatiſe of the Engliſh Particles ; ſhew- 
10g much of the variety of their {ignifications 
and uſes in Eygiiſh ; and how torenderthem 
Joth Latin, according to the propriety and 
c egancy of that language ; with a Praxisup- 
on the ſame: By william Walker,B,D.School- 


maſter of Grantham. | | 
The Royal Grammar, commonly called 


Lillies Grammar Explained, opening the 
meaning of the Rules with great plainneſs to 
the underſtanding of Children of the mean- 
eſt capacity, with choiſe obſervations of the 
ſame from the beſt Authors : By w. Walker, 

B, D; Author of the Treatiſe of Engliſh Par» 
ticles, : 

_ ATreatiſe proving Spirits, Witches, ſu- 
pernatural operations by pregnant Inſtan- 
ay "y Evidences : By Meric, Caſaubon 

A Catalogue of the names of all the Parli- 
aments 


A Catalogue of Books, gh. 
aments or reputed Parliaments, frog the 
year 1640, 
arrative of ſoine Paſſages in or relg- 
ting t9 the Long Patliament, by a Perſon of 
onour, 

Sober InſpeRions into the Long Parlig- 
ment : By Fames Howel Eſquire, þ 

Dr, Sprackling againſt the Chymilts, 

Nemeſius's Nature of Man, in Engliſh, 
by G. Withers, Gent. . 

Inconveniences of Toleration, 

Toleration Intollerable, 

A Letter about Comprehenſion, * * 

A Colle&ion of Canons, Articles and In- 
junRions of the Church of Zxgland: by 4#- 
thony Sparrow, Lord Biſhop of Exon. 

A Rationale on the Book of Common- 
prayer of the Church of Exgland: 'by Anh, 
Sparrow, Lord Biſhop of Exon, _ 

The Biſhop ot Zxozs Caution to his Di. 
oceſs againſt falſe dodtrihes : delivered'in a 
Sermon at his Primary Viſitawion, 

A Thankſgiving Sermon preach'd before 
the King, by 7. Dolbex, D, D.' Dean of FFeſt- 
minſter ;and Clerk of the Cloſer, 

Biſhop Browirigs Sermon on the Gun- 


powder Treaſon. 


A 


__—_ Catalogue of Books, ec. 


Alter toa perſon of Quality concern: 

ing the Fines received by the Church at its 
Reftauracion, wherein by the laſtance of one 
of the richeſt Cathedrals,a fair g1efs may be 
made at the receipts and disburſements of 
all the reſt, 
' A Narrative or Journal of the Proceed- 
ings of the Lord Hollis and the Lord Coves- 
7 > Ambaſſadors Plenipotentiary for rhe 
Treaty at Breds: Written by a Perſon of 
Quality concerned in that Ambaſſic, 

A Narrative of the ing of Londen, 
1666, with an account. of the Lofſcs, and a 
moſt reinarkable Parallel berween ic and 
MOSC0, both as to the Plague and Fire, 

Lluellas thice Sermons on the Kings 
Murder. 

* A ColleQion of the Rules and Orders 
ter Lucitaniewm,Or the Portugal Voyage, 
with what memerable interven'd ar 
the Shipping, and in the Tranſportation of 
her Sacred Kaberize , Q uecn of 
Great Britain, from Zison to England; By 
Dr. Samuel Hynde: 
Petavins's Aiftory of the World; 
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